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DIGEST  OF  PUBLIC  LA W  20 


Supplemental  Laval  Appropriation  Act,  1943.  Lakes 
liar  and  Lavy  Departments  appropriations  available, 
durin^  the  fiscal  year  1943,  for  procurement  by 
other  Government  agencies  without  trarsfer  of  funds 
on  the  Treasury’s  books. 
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Summary  ard  Index  of  History  on  H.  R.  2068. 


February  8,  1943 

Hearings:  House,  H.  R.  2068. 

Far oh  3,  1943 

House  Committee  on  Appropriations  reported 

H.  R,  2068  and  H.  Rept.  202*  Print  of  bill 
as  reported. 

March  4,  1943 

Debated  in  House. 

March  5,  1943 

Debate  continued.  Amended  and  passed  House. 

March  9,  1943 

Referred  to  Senate  Coirmittee  on  Appropriations. 
Print  of  bill  as  referred  to  Committee. 

raroh  11,  104? 

Hearings:  Senate,  H.  R.  2068. 

T'arch  16,  1943 

Senate  Committee  reported  with  amendments. 

S.  Rept.  119.  Print  of  bill  as  reported  by 
Committee  with  amendments. 

March  17,  1943 

Amended  and  passed  Senate.  Print  of  bill 
with  Senate  amendments  numbered. 

Senate  requests  a  conference  and  appoints 

Senate  Conferees. 

March  19,  1943 

House  Conferees  appointed. 

T'arch  24,  194? 

Conference  Report,  H.  Rept.  297,  submitted 
and  agreed  to  by  House. 

March  25,  1943 

Senate  agreed  to  Conference  Report. 

March  31,  1943 

Approved,  public  Law  20. 
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[Report  No.  202] 


March  3, 1943 


Mr.  Sheppard,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  reported  the  following 
bill;  which  was  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and 
the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943, 
and  for  other  purposes. 


Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  B  epresenta- 
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2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Navy 

5  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 

6  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes,  namely: 
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NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

Eor  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  Navy 
Department  and  naval  service,  fiscal  year  1943,  to  he  sup¬ 
plemental  to  the  appropriations  and  funds  in  the  Naval 
Appropriation  Act,  1943,  including  the  objects  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  limitations  specified  under  the  respective  heads 
and  subject  to  the  provisions  -under  the  head  “General  Pro¬ 
visions”  contained  in  said  Act,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
herein,  as  follows: 

NAVAL  ESTABLISHMENT 

* 

Office  of  the  Seceetaey 

MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  Navy,  including  not  to  exceed 
$300  (total  annual  expenditure  rate)  for  extension  tele¬ 
phones  between  the  telephone  switchboards  at  the  official 
stations  of  naval  officials  and  the  living  quarters  of  such  offi¬ 
cials,  $6,723,117:  Provided,  That  no  appropriation  for  the 
Navy  Department  or  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  1943 
hereafter  shall  lie  obligated  for  the  services  of  experts,  such 
as  provided  for  under  this  head  in  title  V  of  the  Naval  Appro¬ 
priation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  1941 :  Provided  further,  That 
no  appropriation  for  the  Navy  Department  or  naval  service 
available  during  the  fiscal  year  1943  (except  funds  trans¬ 
ferred  or  made  available  to  other  executive  agencies  for  use 
for  naval  purposes)  shall  be  used  after  March  31,  1943, 
for  the  employment  of  persons  for  the  performance  of  service 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


3 


in  other  than  the  Navy  Department  or  elsewhere  than 
under  the  Navy  Department,  except  employees  who  had 
been  employed  by  and  performing  service  under  the  Navy 
Department  for  three  months  or  more  immediately  prior  to 
their  detail  for  service  elsewhere. 

NAVAL  EESEAECH  LABORATORY 
Naval  Research  Laboratory,  $529,270:  Provided ,  That 
the  compensation  of  the  senior  head  physicist,  as  established 
in  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  shall  be  construed 
as  placing  the  incumbent  of  such  position  in  the  initial  rate 
of  grade  8,  Professional  and  Scientific  Service,  and  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as 
amended. 

NAVAL  PRISON  FARMS  AND  PRISON  PERSONNEL 
Naval  prison  farms  and  prison  personnel,  $13,000. 
BUREAU  OE  NAVAL  PERSONNEL 

TRAINING,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE,  NAVY 

Naval  War  College,  $5,000; 

Naval  training  stations: 

Newport,  Rhode  Island,  $600,000; 

Great  Lakes,  Illinois,  $2,000,000: 

Norfolk,  Virginia,  $100,000; 

Lake  Pend  Oreille,  Idaho,  $230,000; 

Libraries,  $800,000 ; 

Welfare  and  recreation,  $950,000; 
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In  all,  training,  education,  and  welfare,  Navy, 
$4,685,000. 

NAVAL  RESERVE 

Naval  Reserve,  $40,800,000. 

NAVAL  ACADEMY 

Pay  of  employees,  Naval  Academy,  $175,192. 

Current  and  miscellaneous  expenses,  Naval  Academy, 
$34,000. 

Maintenance  and  repairs,  Naval  Academy,  $330,540. 

BUREAU  OF  SHIPS 

Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships,  $737,230,464. 

BUREAU  OF  ORDNANCE 

Ordnance  and  Ordnance  Stores,  $1,000,000,000. 

BUREAU  OF  SUPPLIES  AND  ACCOUNTS 
Pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation  of  naval  personnel: 
Pay  of  naval  personnel,  $382,892,000; 

Subsistence  of  naval  personnel,  $68,354,000; 
Transportation  and  recruiting  of  naval  personnel, 
$43,722,000; 

In  all,  pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation,  Navy, 
including  reimbursement  to  personnel  and  messes  for  subsist¬ 
ence  and  clothing  furnished  survivors,  $494,968,000. 

Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts, 
$46,000,000. 
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Fuel  and  transportation,  Navy,  $47,618,000. 

Clothing  and  small-stores  fund,  $100,000,000. 

BUREAU  OF  MEDICINE  AND  SURGERY 
Medical  Department,  Navy,  $67,000,000. 

BUREAU  OF  YARDS  AND  DOCKS 
Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  including 
rental  of  passenger-carrying  automobiles  outside  continental 
United  States,  $22,500,000. 

Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  $798,- 
300,000,  toward  contract  authorization  of  $1,474,634,000 
heretofore  granted,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  which, 
together  with  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  hereto¬ 
fore  made  under  this  head,  shall  be  accounted  for  as  one 
fund,  and,  in  addition  to  all  other  amounts  heretofore  appro¬ 
priated  under  this  head,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  public- works  equipment, 
materials,  and  construction,  including  collateral,  public-works 
items,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $239,740,400,  subject  to 
authorization  thereof  by  other  law. 

BUREAU  OF  AERONAUTICS 
Aviation,  Navy:  The  amount  of  the  appropriation  under 
this  head  for  the  fiscal  year  1942,  continued  available  until 
June  30,  1943,  is  hereby  increased  from  $1,068,000,000  to 
$1,630,000,000,  and  such  portion,  as  may  be  certified  bv  the 


II.  R.  2068 - 2 


1  Secretary/of  fh'6  Navy; -of  tliQ  apprcrpriation.'  imderfhis  head 

2  for  the 'fiscal  year  1943'  as  was  provided  for  new  construction 

3  and  procurement  of  aircraft  and  equipment,  spare  parts  and 

4  accessories,  is  hereby  continued  available  until  June  30,  1944. 

5  INCREASE  AND  REPLACEMENT  OE  NAVAL 

6  VESSELS 

7  Armor,  armament,  and  ammunition,  $417,000,000,  to- 

8  ward  objects  heretofore  authorized  and  appropriated  for  in 

9  part  under  this  head,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

10  REPAIR  FACILITIES,  NAVY 

11  Repair  Facilities,  Navy,  $10,000,000. 

12  CONSTRUCTION  OF  FLOATING  DR Y  DOCKS,  NAVY 

13  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  enter  into 

14  contracts  in  the  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $210,000,000  for 

15  the  construction  of  mobile  floating  drydocks  and  collateral 

16  facilities  and  incidental  work,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  ap- 

17  proved  February  19,  1943  (Public  Law  1 ) , 

18  ->  A  COASTGUARD 

19  Salaries,  office  of  Commandant,  United  States  Coast 

20  Guard,  1943 :  The  number  of  enlisted  men  now  authorized 

21  to  be  detailed  to  duty  at  Coast  Guard  headquarters  is  in- 

22  creased  to  three  hundred  and  fifty. 

23  Pay  and  Allowances,  Coast  Guard,  $10,600,000,  includ- 

24  ing  hire  of  quarters  for  officers  serving  with  troops  where 

25  there  are  no  public  quarters  belonging  to  the  Government, 


7;?, 

1;  '.and  where  -there  are  not  sufficient  quarters  possessed  by  the 

2  United  States  to  accommodate  them;  reimbursements  for 

3  losses  of  property  as  provided  by  law  (34  U.  S.  C.  981- 

4  983)  ;  purchase  of  uniforms,  accouterments,  and  equipment 

5  for  officers  and  cadets,  and  the  current  appropriation  reim- 

6  bursed,  as  provided  by  law  (14  U.  S.  C.  30)  ;  and  the  Sec- 

7  retary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  prescribe  per 

8  diem  rates  of  allowance  for  Public  Health  Service  officers 

9  detailed  to  the  Coast  Guard  as  authorized  for  Coast  Guard 

10  officers. 

11  General  expenses,  Coast  Guard,  $11,250,000. 

12  Salaries,  Office  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection 

13  and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy) ,  $50,000. 

14  Salaries  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and 

15  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy),  $400,000,  and  the  ap- 
1G  propriations  for  the  fiscal  years  1942  and  1943  under  the 

17  heads  “Salaries,  Office  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspec- 

18  tion  and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navv)”  and  “Salaries 

19  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and  Navigation 

20  (Coast  Guard,  Navy)  ”  shall  be  available  for  overtime  com- 

21  pensation  authorized  by  law  for  the  Coast  Guard. 

22  GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

23  Sec.  102.  Appropriations  available  for  the  fiscal  year 

24  ending  June  30,  1943,  for  travel  expenses  of  civilian  in- 

25  spectors  of  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  available  for  reim- 
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bursement,  at  not  to  exceed  three  cents  per  mile,  for  travel 
performed  by  such  employees  in  privately  owned  automo¬ 
biles  within  the  limits  of  their  official  stations. 

Sec.  103.  The  limitations  on  the  number  of  men  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  naval  forces  and  into  the  Marine  Corps  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  contained  in  section  107  of  the  Naval  Appropriation 
Act,  1943,  are  hereby  removed. 

Sec.  104.  During  the  fiscal  year -ending  June  30, 
1943,  the  appropriations  available  to  either  the  War 
Department  or  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  available  for 
procurement  as  provided  for  in  such  appropriations  by 
any  other  executive  department  or  independent  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Government  through  administrative  allotments 
in  such  amounts  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  without 
transfer  of  funds  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department  : 
Provided ,  That  orders  placed  or  expenses  incurred  by  the 
procuring  department  or  establishment  in  respect  to  such 
allotments  shall  be  considered  as  obligations  against  the  ap¬ 
propriations  involved :  Provided  further,  That  disbursing 
officers  of  the  allotting  department  may  make  disbursements 
chargeable  to  such  allotments  upon  vouchers  certified  by 
officers  of  the  procuring  department  or  establishment:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  whenever  vouchers  are  certified  by  an 
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officer  of  the  procuring  department  or  establishment  and  are 
paid  by  a  disbursing  officer  of  the  allotting  department  the 
certifying  officer  and  not  the  disbursing  officer  shall  be  held 
responsible  and  accountable  for  the  existence  and  correctness 
of  the  facts  certified,  including  the  correctness  of  computa¬ 
tions  shown  on  certified  vouchers  and  on  any  required 
supporting  documents. 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  in  this  Act  shal  constitute 
and  may  be  cited  as  “Title  IV,  Naval  Appropriation  Act, 

1943”. 

Sec.  106.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Supplemental 
Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943”. 
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78th  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 
1st  Session  j 


Report 
No.  202 


SUPPLEMENTAL  NAVAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  FISCAL 

YEAR  1943 


March  3,  1943. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Sheppard,  from  the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  2068] 

The  Committee  on  Appropriations  submits  the  following  report  in 
explanation  of  the  accompanying  bill  making  supplemental  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes. 


ESTIMATES 

The  Budget  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the  objects  embraced 
by  the  bill  will  be  found  in  detail  in  House  Documents  Nos.  95  and 
108,  of  the  present  session. 

They  propose  — 


Additional  appropriations  for  the  fispal  year  1943  aggregating..  $4,  000,  000,  000 
And  contractual  authority — 

For  public  works  projects  authorized  in  H.  R.  1692,  as 

passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  on  Feb.  23,  1943.  250,  000,  000 

For  mobile  floating  dry  dock  program,  authorized  by  the  act 

approved  Feb.  19,  1943  (Public  Law  1) _  210,  000,  000 

The  committee  proposes  these  changes  — 

A  reduction  of  $183,793,417  in  the  Budget  estimate  of  $4,000,- 

000,000,  or  a  total  of _  3,  816,  206,  583 

And  a  reduction  of  $9,009,600  in  the  contractual  authority  item 

of  $250,000,000,  or  a  total  of _  239.  740.  400 
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SUPPLEMENTAL  NAVY  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1943 
PRIOR  APPROPRIATIONS  AND  BALANCES 


There  has  been  appropriated  heretofore  for  the  Navy  Department 
and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  1943  the  sum  of  $19,798,- 
431,662.  Of  such  sum  and  prior  year  appropriations  and  contract 
authorizations  over  the  period  July  1,  1940-December  31,  1942, 
according  to  data  supplied  to  the  committee  by  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  on  February  2,  1943,  there  would  remain  an 
unobligated  balance  (estimated)  on  July  1,  1943  (hearing  pp.  2-7), 
of  $1,550,600,000,  and  practically  that  entire  amount  is  earmarked  ( 
for  new  ship  construction  presently  under  construction  or  authorized. 
True,  on  July  1,  next,  according  to  such  data,  it  is  estimated  that 
there  will  be  an  unexpended  balance  of  $14,331,000,000,  but  all 
obligated  save  the  amount  indicated.  That  amount  may  appear 
large.  The  reason  mainly  is  the  policy  adopted  by  the  committee 
earlier  in  the  war  effort  to  appropriate  in  the  majority  of  cases  rather 
than  to  provide  contractual  authority.  Either  course  creates  the 
right  to  obligate,  but  the  appropriation  course  avoids  two  legislative 
steps,  tends  to  make  outstanding  obligational  authority  more  readily 
ascertainable,  and  simplifies  administrative  procedure.  Franldy,  this 
bill  is  not  wholly  in  accord  with  such  policy  in  that  contractual 
authority  is  proposed  in  two  instances,  in  lieu  of  direct  appropriations. 
That  course  has  been  followed  solely  because  the  Budget  estimates 
are  presented  in  that  way. 


General  Expenditure  Objects  of  Estimate 


The  additional  amount  of  appropriation  proposed  in  the  Budget 
estimates  may  be  separated  into  the  following  general  categories: 


Personnel: 

Pay,  subsistence,  clothing,  transportation,  education,  train¬ 
ing,  and  welfare _ 

Maintenance  and  operation  of  the  fleet  and  supporting  shore 

establishments _ _ _ 

Equipment,  repairs,  and  alterations  of  the  fleet,  including  the 
Marine  Corps  and  supporting  shore  establishments _ 


Shipbuilding  and  ship  repair  facilities _ 

Public  works  (liquidation  of  contractual  authority) _ J _ 

Coast  Guard: 

Pay  and  allowances _ $10,  600,  000 

General  expenses _  12,  500,  000 

Salaries  and  miscellaneous  expenses,  Bureau  of 

Marine  Inspection  and  Navigation _  500,  000 


Miscellaneous 


$695,  637,  000 

412,  941,  187 

1,  637,  908,  813 
427,  000,  000 
800,  000,  000 


23,  600.  000 
2,  913,  000 


Total _  4,  000,  000,  000 

The  need  for  such  additional  amounts,  according  to  the  committee’s 
detailed  examination,  is  responsive  mostly  to  these  major  considera¬ 
tions: 

Naval  personnel  expansion. — From  a  peak  number  heretofore  pro¬ 
vided  for  of  131,442  officers-and  1,000,000  enlisted  persons,  to  a  peak 
of  158,763  and  1,450,000,  respectively;  also,  for  the  procurement  of 
clothing  for  the  large  expansion  contemplated  during  the  fiscal  year 
1944.  The  revised  peak  number  of  WAVES,  included  in  the  fore¬ 
going  numbers,  is  3,250  officers  and  17,500  in  an  enlisted  status. 

Coast  Guard  personnel. — An  accelerated  rate  of  expansion  within 
the  peak  numbers  heretofore  appropriated  for,  i.  e.,  9,000  officers  and 
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150,000  men,  occasioning  a  larger  average  number  to  be  supported  than 
previously  contemplated. 

Naval  officer  'personnel  training  program. — For  both  seagoing  and 
aviation  personnel,  a  larger  program  is  contemplated  looking  to  the 
readiness  of  suitable  officer  material  to  fit  into  active  organizations  as 
and  when  needed. 

Navy  and  Coast  Guard  Fleet  maintenance  and  operation. — The  grow¬ 
ing  fleet  and  supporting  shore  establislnnents,  at  home  and  abroad, 
add  to  operational  and  maintenance  costs,  including  additional  re¬ 
serves  of  a  variety  of  munitions  procured  through  the  Army. 

Aviation. — Armament  for  the  growing  number  of  naval  aircraft. 

Public  Works. — Toward  liquidation  of  prior  contractual  authority. 

Increase  and  replacement,  Navy. — Toward  ordnance  costs  of  the 
shipbuilding  program  presently  under  way. 

In  other  words,  the  instant  submission  is  in  support  of  a  going  and 
still  expanding  program,  and,  in  the  midst  of  war,  though  there  may 
be  some  projects  difficult  to  associate  with  the  war  program  or  of 
dubious  essentiality  to  the  war  program  at  this  time,  if  at  all,  it  is 
submitted  that  the  present  is  not  the  time  to  disregard  the  judgment 
of  those  upon  whom  the  responsibility  rests  for  the  conduct  of  the 
war.  The  committee  submits  that  while  the  requests  for  funds  of  the 
defense  arms  should  be  thoroughly  scrutinized  and  watched  for  items 
of  doubtful  or  no  value  to  the  war  effort,  the  war  is  in  no  sense  over, 
and  the  probabilities  are  that  naval  warfare  and  naval  utilization 
facing  us  will  far  exceed  any  thus  far  experienced.  There  can  be  no 
relaxation  of  preparation  or  in  determination  to  do  everything  that 
our  naval  and  military  leadership  advise  us  is  necessary  if  we  wish 
a  decisive  victory  and  an  unconditional  surrender  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment  by  our  enemies.  That  must  be  the  approach  to  the 
consideration  of  defense  budgets  as  long  as  those  objectives  remain 
to  be  achieved.  That  was  the  approach  of  the  committee  in  the 
consideration  of  the  submissions  upon  which  the  accompanying 
measure  is  based. 

Committee  Action 


The  following  statement  portrays  the  money  changes  effected  by 
the  committee,  except  as  to  contractual  authority  under  the  head  of 
“Public  works,”  which  will  be  found  explained  hereinafter  under  such 


head: 

Reduction  unless 

Miscellaneous  expenses :  •  otherwise  indicated 

Allow  $2,000,000,  instead  of  $2,200,000,  for  group 

IV-B  or  classified  employees _  $200,  000 

Allow  $73,117,  instead  of  $100,000,  on  account  of 

naval  prisoners  and  prisoners  of  war _  26,  883 

Allow  $320,000,  instead  of  $370,000,  for  postage--  50,  000 
Allow  $4,000,000,  instead  of  $4,500,000,  for  com¬ 
munication  expenses _ _  500,  000 

-  $776, 883 


Naval  Research  Laboratory:  Allow  $529,270,  instead  of  $350,000, 
all  of  the  increase  to  provide  for  “absolute  minimum”  wage 

requirements _  +179,  270 

Operation  and  conservation  of  naval  petroleum  reserves:  Disallow 

entirely,  as  hereinafter  explained _  2,  900,  000 

Naval  training  station,  Newport:  Allow  $600,000,  instead  of 

$630,000,  to  conform  with  Department's  justification  of  estimate--  30,  000 

Libraries:  Allow  $800,000,  instead  of  $880,000,  because  estimate 
.ignores  book  donations _ 1--  80,  000 
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Reduction  unless 
otherwise  indicated 

Welfare  and  recreation:  Allow  $950,000,  instead  of  $1,000,000, 
because  of  shorter  availability  period  than  contemplated  when 

estimate  was  prepared - - -  $50,000 

Naval  Reserve:  Allow  $40,800,000,  instead  of  $48,000,000,  because 
of  shorter  availabiity  period  than  contemplated  when  estimate 

was  prepared _  7,  200,  000 

Naval  Academy: 

Pay  of  employees:  Allow  for  12,  instead  of  18  ad¬ 
ditional  positions,  eliminating,  in  addition  to  2 
positions  withdrawn,  a  master  at  arms,  a  mes¬ 
senger,  and  2  laborers - - -  $4,  808 

Maintenance  and  repairs:  Allow  for  12,  instead  of 
15  additional  positions,  eliminating  1  laborer,  a 

pipe  fitter,  and  1  electrician’s  helper -  1,  460 

Also,  disallow  project  for  repairs  to  Santee  dock, 
including  amount  previously  made  available, 
the  work  to  be  performed  by  the  Bureau  of 

Yards  and  Docks _ ; -  38,  000 

- —  44,  268 

Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships: 

Allow  $50,000,000,  instead  of  $100,000,000,  for 
effecting  action  and  major  casualty  repairs,  the 
amount  proposed  to  be  supplemented  later  to 
the  extent  necessary  when  better  cost  approxi¬ 
mation  will  be  available -  50,  000,  000 

Allow  $57,937,300,  instead  of  $92,937,300,  for  the 
procurement  and  acquisition  and  conversion  of 

purely  district  craft -  35,  000,  000 

Allow  $200,000,000  instead  of  $227,769,536,  for  a 
wide  variety  of  ship  material,  much  in  the 

nature  of  a  reserve -  27,769,536 

-  112,  769,  536 

Fuel  and  transportation:  Allow  $47,618,000,  instead  of  $55,000,000, 
the  reduction  contemplating  a  lesser  quantity  of  fuel  oil  and  Diesel 
oil,  which  a  recanvass  of  additional  requirements  indicates  may 

prove  to  be  adequate - - -  7>  382,  000 

Clothing  and  small  stores  fund:  Allow  $100,000,000  for  capital  aug¬ 
mentation,  instead  of  $147,240,000  pending  provision  for  an  en¬ 
listed  force  of  the  magnitude  anticipated  by  the  estimate,  l.  e., 

2,250,000  by  June  30,  1944 - -  47>  240>  000 

Maintenance/  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks:  Allow  $22,500,000, 
instead  of  $25,000,000,  owing  to  shorter  availability  period  than 

contemplated  when  estimate  was  prepared - -  500,  00U 

Public  works:  Allow  $798,300,000,  instead  of  $800,000,000,  the  re¬ 
duction  applying  to  funds  intended  for  reimbursing  other  Federal 
agencies  for  facilities  taken  over  by  Navy,  hereinafter  explained.  _  1,  700,  000 

General  expenses:  Allow  $11,250,000,  instead  of  $12,500,000, 

the  reduction  to  be  generally  applied - b 

Salaries  and  expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and  Navi¬ 
gation:  Allow  $400,000,  instead  of  $450,000,  with  view  to 
employment  of  a  fewer  number  of  persons  than  the  estimate 
contemplates _  j0>  000 

Net  reductions  in  appropriations -  183,  793,  417 


Miscellaneous  Expenses 

The  supplemental  estimate  under  this  head,  which  is  more  or  less  a 
general  overhead  appropriation  administered  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  is  in  the  amount  of  $7,500,000.  The  committee  recommends 
a  reduction  of  $776,883,  composed  of  smaller  allowances  than  estimated 
for  a  number  of  projects,  as  indicated  in  the  table  on  page  3  hereof. 
The  first  pertains  to  classified  employees  in  the  several  naval  districts, 
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upon  which  a  very  heavy  load  falls  in  time  of  war.  The  committee 
feels,  however,  that  a  liberal  policy  has  been  pursued  in  staffing 
offices  in  naval  districts  and  that  there  should  be  some  curtailment 
in  response  to  the  commendable  drive  for  personnel  retrenchment 
presently  being  conducted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  There  is  a 
possibility,  also,  of  the  use  of  WAVES  in  lieu  of  male  civilian  employees 
who  may  enter  the  armed  forces,  which  would  depend,  of  course,  upon 
authorizing  legislation.  That  would  result  in  reduced  charges  to  this 
appropriation,  since  WAVES  would  be  financed  out  of  other  funds. 

Contract  employees. — Under  express  terms  contained  under  this  and 
other  naval  appropriations,  authority  exists  for  the  part-time  or  inter¬ 
mittent  employment  in  the  District  of  Columbia  or  elsewhere  of 
•  experts,  specialists,  engineers,  architects,  scientists,  and  technicists, 
depending  upon  the  particular  appropriation  involved.  The  pay 
ceiling  is  $25  per  diem  in  all  cases,  except  the  appropriation  “Mis¬ 
cellaneous  expenses,”  where  $5,000  per  annum  is  the  maximum  for 
new  positions  established  without  specific  legislative  authorization. 

The  committee  is  not  satisfied  with  the  manner  in  which  such  au¬ 
thority  has  been  exercised.  Approximately  300  persons  are  in  the 
employ  of  the  Navy  Department  at  Washington  under  such  authority 
at  pay  rates  ranging  from  $5.38  to  $25  per  diem.  In  the  first  place,  a 
very  large  number  of  such  personnel  seems  to  have  been  employed, 
in  effect,  continuously  rather  than  part-time  or  intermittently. 
Secondly,  the  committee’s  examination  into  the  matter  raises  a  doubt 
as  to  the  possession  by  many  of  such  employees  of  qualifications  such 
as  contemplated  by  the  authority  contained  in  the  appropriations 
from  which  they  are  paid.  Thirdly,  there  has  been  a  disposition  to 
use  the  appropriation  of  any  bureau  for  the  compensation  of  such 
class  of  employees  without  regard  to  the  bureau  or  office  in  which 
service  is  performed,  and,  in  the  fourth  place,  there  has  been  a  tend¬ 
ency  to  resort  to  such  authorization  for  employing  persons  at  com¬ 
pensation  rates  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  annum,  which  is  the  salary 
ceiling  for  new  positions  not  specifically  authorized. 

It  may  be  that  the  exigencies  of  the  service  were  deemed  to  be  such 
as  to  warrant  the  course  that  has  been  pursued,  but,  nevertheless,  if 
there  were  restrictions  hindering  the  proper  and  efficient  conduct  of 
work,  remedy  should  have  been  sought  of  the  Congress. 

The  urgent  need  for  some  of  the  funds  contained  in  this  bill  pre¬ 
cluded  the  committee  from  going  into  this  question  with  that  measure 
of  thoroughness  upon  which  positive  action  should  be  based.  From 
the  more  or  less  cursory  examination  it  has  made,  the  committee  feels 
that  there  has  been  a  disposition  to  exercise  too  freely  the  employment 
authority  that  exists,  and  that  there  should  be  a  curtailment  of  not 
less  than  25  percent  in  numbers  as  early  as  separations,  with  proper 
notification,  may  be  effected.  It  is  the  purpose  of  the  committee,  in 
connection  with  the  regular  1944  naval  appropriation  bill  either  (1) 
to  pursue  this  matter  further  itself,  based  upon  a  presentation  already 
called  for  in  harmony  with  the  letter  and  spirit  of  existing  authority, 
or  (2)  to  undertake  a  special  inquiry  under  the  investigative  powers 
with  which  the  committee  recently  has  been  clothed. 

Related  to  this  matter  is  one  pertaining  to  contract  procedure  in 
the  Navy  Department,  recently  directed  to  be  changed  by  placing  all 
negotiated  contract  matters  in  the  hands  of  the  various  bureaus  having 
cognizance  of  the  funds  chargeable,  with  a  special  set-up  of  counsel  in 


6 


SUPPLEMENTAL  NAVY  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1943 


each  and  a  supervisory  set-up  of  counsel  in  the  office  of  the  Under 
Secretary  of  the  Navy.  The  counsel,  to  a  very  considerable  extent, 
has  been  employed  under  the  contract-part-time  or  intermittent 
procedure.  The  committee  is  not  ready  to  concur  in  the  wisdom  of 
disturbing  practices  which  had  obtained  in  the  several  bureaus 
involved  and  is  disposed  to  feel  that  equal  if  not  greater  efficiency 
would  have  ensued  from  continuing  the  Contract  Negotiation  Section 
of  the  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts,  expanded  to  the  extent 
necessary  for  expeditious  and  efficient  functioning.  In  other  words, 
it  prefers  to  see  complete  responsibility  lodged  in  the  heads  of  the  several 
bureaus,  free  from  dictation,  directly  or  indirectly,  except  from 
higher  authority  pursuant  to  law.  It  is  not  certain  that  the  change  in 
course  of  accomplishment  contemplates  that  kind  of  procedure.  It 
is  the  sense  of  the  committee  that  no  further  intrusion  should  be 
made  upon  the  contract  functions  of  the  Bureau  of  Supplies  and 
Accounts,  where  the  responsibility  has  lodged  and  lias  been  most 
creditably  discharged  over  a  long  period  of  years. 

There  is  still  another  phase  of  the  contract-employee  question, 
which  involves  the  Congiess.  It  was  disclosed  by  the  Department’s 
report  of  such  employees  that  seven  were  employed  by  the  Navy 
Department  for  detail  to  the  select  committee  of  the  House  created 
to  investigate  and  study  the  interstate  migration  of  destitute  citizens, 
and  seven  were  employed  by  the  Navy  Department  for  detail  to  the 
special  committee  of  the  Senate  appointed  to  study  and  survey  by 
means  of  research  all  the  problems  of  American  small  business  enter¬ 
prises.  The  committee  does  not  feel  that  the  Navy  Department 
should  use  funds  appropriated  to  it  for  naval  war  purposes  to  employ 
persons  for  the  performance  of  work  elsewhere  than  in  or  under  the 
Navy  Department.  Normally,  if  there  were  employees  already  on 
the  rolls  who  could  be  temporarily  spared,  there  would  be  no  room  or 
less  room  for  criticism.  The  committee  has  felt  constrained  to  include 
in  this  bill  a  provision  designed  to  discontinue  the  detail  of  such 
employees  after  March  31,  1943. 

Communication  expenses. — The  committee  has  made  a  reduction  in 
the  estimate  of  $4,500,000  for  this  project  of  $500,000.  The  project 
applies  to  telephone,  telegraph,  and  teletype  rentals  and  tolls,  radio¬ 
grams  and  cablegrams,  and  leased  circuits.  Obligations  as  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  last,  amounted  to  $3,936,501.  The  unobligated  balance  then 
was  $253,339.  The  additional  amount  proposed,  plus  the  unobli¬ 
gated  balance,  would  make  available  for  the  last  half  of  the  fiscal  year 
$4,253,339,  which  is  warranted  by  the  need  for  plant  expansion  oc¬ 
casioned  by  growth  of  the  naval  shore  establishment  and  the  need 
otherwise  to  expand  facilities  in  the  interest  of  more  efficient  and 
economical  service.  Such  requirements  only  can  be  met  within  the 
amount  provided  by  curtailing  telephone  toll  charges,  which  the 
committee  believes  can  and  should  be  done.  It  is  not  satisfied  that 
the  use  of  the  telephone  for  long-distance  calls  over  other  than  leased 
circuits  is  sufficiently  restricted  or  controlled. 

NAVAL  RESEARCH  LABORATORY 

The  committee  has  made  one  addition  to  the  Budget  estimates.  For 
the  Naval  Research  Laboratory,  situated  at  Bellevue,  D.  C.,  the 
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Budget  proposes  an  additional  appropriation  of  §350,000.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  added  to  that  amount  $179,270,  which  the  Director  of  the 
Laboratory,  Rear  Admiral  Van  Keuren,  indicated  was  needed — 

to  take  care  of  the  absolute  minimum  wage  requirements,  otherwise  the  services 
rendered  the  fleet  by  this  laboratory  will  suffer  by  the  discharge  of  some  of  the 
mechanical  force.  And  in  view  of  the  demand  for  skilled  machinists  everywhere, 
these  men,  if  discharged,  will  be  permanently  lost  to  the  laboratory. 

Of  the  whole  amount  proposed  ($529,270)  $359,270  will  be  used  for 
personal  services  and  $170,000  for  laboratory  equipment.  There  has 
been  previously  made  available  for  all  purposes  for  the  current  fiscal 
year  $1,798,653. 

This  is  the  establishment  to  which  the  Navy  mainly  turns  with  its 
problems  pertaining  to  radio  and  its  allied  appliances.  There  also  is 
conducted  there  a  sound  division,  dealing  with  under-water  sound 
problems,  a  chemical  division,  a  mechanics  and  electricity  division,  a 
physical  optics  division,  and  a  metallurgy  division.  The  laboratory 
is  fortunate  to  have  in  its  employment  a  number  of  outstanding 
scientists,  including  the  inventor  of  radar,  Dr.  A.  H.  Taylor,  and  the 
committee  feels  that  the  returns  from  the  investment  that  thus  far  has 
been  made  have  been  of  immeasurable  value  to  the  Navy  and  our 
defense  arms  generally. 

NAVAL  PETROLEUM  RESERVES 

The  Budget  submissions  include  $2,900,000  for  the  acquisition  of 
privately  owned  land  and  property  and  the  extinguishment  of  leases 
in  naval  petroleum  reserve  No.  1,  in  California.  The  reserve  com¬ 
prises  43,805  acres,  within  which  8,617.6  acres  are  in  private  owner¬ 
ship  and  1,520  acres  are  under  lease.  The  estimate  contemplates 
purchase  of  the  entire  area  in  private  ownership  and  460  acres  of  that 
under  lease. 

The  principal  private  owner  is  the  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  California, 
with  which  an  agreement  has  been  executed  for  the  purchase  of  its 
holdings  and  for  the  company  thereafter  to  become  the  operator  of 
the  reserve  for  the  Navy,  compensation  generally  for  operation  to 
consist  of  oil  and  other  products  in  kind. 

The  proposition  is  quite  involved  and  very  frankly  the  committee 
admits  that  it  is  not  prepared  to  say,  particularly  as  to  the  land- 
purchase  phase  and  the  subsequent  operation  thereof  by  Standard, 
whether  it  is  a  good  deal  from  the  public’s  standpoint  or  not.  Neither 
is  it  prepared  to  say  that  it  is  a  good  deal  in  the  sense  of  oil  conserva¬ 
tion.  The  present  war  is  levying  a  heavy  toll  upon  the  world’s  oil 
resources.  The  wiser  course  may  be  to  take  over  all  private  holdings 
and  leased  lands,  by  condemnation,  if  necessary,  and  discontinue  all 
production  in  this  and  other  naval  fuel  reserves. 

The  committee  is  not  satisfied  that  the  agreement  that  has  been 
concluded  with  the  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  California  is  binding,  despite 
the  authorities  cited  (hearings  pp.  1Q2-163).  In  no  case  does  there 
appear  to  be  authority  to  obligate  the  Government  in  advance  of  an 
appropriation.  In  any  event,  the  requested  appropriation-  is  not 
recommended.  The  committee  believes  that  the  whole  matter  should 
be  recanvassed,  first  to  determine  the  best  procedure  from  a  national 
defense  standpoint  looking  beyond  the  present  war,  and  then,  if  con- 
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tinned  production  in  some  measure  be  determined  to  be  the  proper 
course,  that  the  method  of  approach  should  be  explored  by  qualified 
experts  having  no  connection  either  with  the  Navy  or  the  land  owners 
or  lessees. 

NAVAL  RESERVE 

The  Budget  proposes  an  additional  appropriation  of  $48,000,000 
for  activities  chargeable  to  this  head,  intended  for  financing  the  fol¬ 
lowing  major  projects: 

(1)  Midshipmen  training  which  provides  the  main  source  for  deck 
and  engineering  Reserve  officers,  and  Reserve  officers  of  the  WAVES. 

(2)  Aviation  cadet  program  which  provides  Reserve  aviators  for 
the  increased  plane  program.  Included  as  new  projects  within  this 
training  are  3  months  at  20  naval  flight  preparatory  schools,  4  months 
at  Civil  Aeronautics  sponsored  ground  schools  and  flight  training 
centers,  and  3  months  at  naval  preflight  schools,  all  preliminary  to 
training  at  regular  naval  training  centers. 

(3)  Establishment  of  facilities  as  required  for  the  Navy  college 
training  program. 

(4)  Officer  procurement  program. 

By  projects,  the  appropriation  requested  is  distributed  as  follows: 


Administrative  and  operating  personnel _ $1,  876,  432 

Midshipmen  training _  6,  183,  230 

College  training  program _  4,  913,  340 

Officer  procurement _ i _ _  2,  642,  000 

Applicants  and  recruits _ _ _  689,  592 

Aviation  cadet  selection  boards _  467,  000 

Naval  flight  preparatory  schools _  15,  000,  000 

War  training  service  (C.  A.  A.  training) _  22,  856,  221 

Navy  preflight  schools _ _ _  23,  735,  664 


Total _  48,  000,  000 


The  committee  has  made  an  over-all  reduction  of  $7,200,000  because 
it  is  convinced  that  the  goals  set  for  the  remainder  of  the  current  fiscal 
year  cannot  be  wholly  realized. 

Much  of  the  estimate  ensues  from  the  recent  change  in  selective 
service  age  limits,  which  very  easily  might  result,  in  the  absence  of 
precautionary  measures,  in  depriving  the  Navy  of  a  source  of  young 
officer  material  possessing  proper  educational  and  physical  qualifica¬ 
tions. 

The  amount  requested  for  the  college  training  program  is  intended 
for  equipment  and  alterations  necessary  to  prepare  educational 
institutions  to  care  for  a  maximum  of  about  63,000  trainees,  consist¬ 
ing  of  college  graduates  or  students  in  intermediate  stages  of  college 
training,  and,  possibly,  some  high-scliool  graduates,  all  of  whom  will 
pursue  their  further  education  in  the  light  of  Navy  needs  and  then 
enter  specialized  schools  already  established,  except  those  who  may 
be  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps  students,  who,  upon  graduation, 
will  be  assigned  directly  to  active  duty.  Selection  of  the  educational 
institutions  is  now  in  progress.  Procedure  as  to  procurement  or 
designation  or  selection  of  trainees  had  not  been  determined  upon  at 
the  time  of  hearings  (February  17). 

The  midshipmen  training  project  is  occasioned  by  an  increase  in 
total  entrants,  including  4,249  WAVES,  from  12,000  to  24,966. 
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This  training  is  given  at  the  Naval  Academy  and  a  number  of  civil 
educational  institutions. 

With  respect  to  the  officer  procurement  project,  which  applies  to 
the  conduct  of  naval  officer  procurement  offices,  the  committee  wishes 
to  express  its  opposition  to  the  practice  of  employing  Reserve  officers 
in  such  offices  who  are  citizens  of  the  communities  in  which  their 
offices  are  situated  to  interview  and  pass  upon  the  qualifications  of 
applicants  who  are  fellow  citizens.  For  obvious  reasons  the  practice 
is  not  looked  upon  as  a  good  one. 

BUREAU  OF  SHIPS 

As  indicated  in  the  table  on  page  4  hereof,  the  committee  has 
effected  reductions  aggregating  $112,769,536  hi  the  Budget  estimate 
of  $850,000,000.  The  previous  appropriation  for  this  Bureau  was 
$958,979,935. 

With  respect  to  the  reduction  indicated  in  such  table  of  $35,000,000 
for  district  craft,  the  committee  feels  very  strongly  that  that  sort  of 
work  might  very  well  be  curtailed  or  held  in  abeyance,  thereby 
freeing  labor  and  material  for  the  prosecution  of  work  on  craft  needed 
in  the  fleet  and  for  overseas  operations.  The  committee  is  not  con¬ 
vinced  of  the  urgency  to  build  more  lighters,  ferryboats,  barges,  and 
that  general  run  of  craft,  or  for  continuing  to  purchase  and  convert 
small  boats  for  operation  in  naval  districts.  The  latter  woidd  seem 
to  be  entirely  inconsistent  with  the  directive  to  the  Coast  Guard  to 
turn  back  to  the  owners  a  large  number  of  small  boats  taken  over  for 
inshore  and  harbor  patrol  missions. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  examine  into  this  matter 
more  fully  in  connection  with  the  regular  1944  naval  appropriation 
bill. 

Ship-design  work. —  The  committee  has  been  apprised  of  the  fact 
for  some  time  that  the  Navy  Department  has  been  employing  a  firm 
of  naval  architects  for  preparing  working  drawings  of  vessels  to  be 
built  in  private  shipyards  that  do  not  maintain  design  staffs,  or,  to  be 
built  in  navy  yards,  where  more  than  one  vessel  of  a  particular  design 
was  to  be  built,  some  of  which  were  to  be  built  in  navy  yards  and 
some  in  private  yards.  It  is  possible  that  this  private  agency  also 
has  engaged  in  some  original  or  other  form  of  design  work  of  the  Navy. 
Some  discussion  of  the  matter  will  be  found  on  pages  315-320  of  the 
hearings. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  committee  to  investigate  the  procedure  at 
the  forthcoming  hearings  on  the  naval  budget  for  1944,  when  it  shall 
expect  representatives  of  the  Department  to  be  in  readiness  to  present 
all  the  facts  in  order  that  the  committee  may  be  certain  that  funds 
appropriated  will  he  employed  in  such  ways  as  it  may  deem  to  be  the 
most  economical  and  efficient. 

BUREAU  OF  SUPPLIES  AND  ACCOUNTS 
SUBSISTENCE 

The  Budget  estimate  includes  an  additional  amount  of  $68,354,000 
for  subsistence  of  naval  personnel,  occasioned  by  the  previously  unpro- 
vided-for  expansion  of  enlisted  forces.  The  committee  has  approved 
the  estimate,  although  it  feels  that  there  should  be  some  reflection  in 
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this  appropriation  of  savings  resulting  from  food  supplies  procured 
from  allied  countries  under  lend-lease  procedure.  In  a  recent  report 
the  Lend-Lease  Administration  indicated  that  100,000,000  pounds  of 
food  had  been  received  by  American  forces  from  Australia  and  New 
Zealand.  The  Navy  was  one  of  the  recipients.  To  what  extent,  the 
committee  is  not  advised,  nor  does  the  Department  seem  to  be. 

CLOTHING  AND  SMALL  STOEES  FUND 

The  Budget  proposes  an  addition  of  $147,240,000  to  the  capital  of 
this  fund  for  financing  clothing  supplies  for  an  enlisted  force  of 
2,250,000  persons  by  June  30,  1944.  For  the  purposes  of  this  fund, 
that  would  mean  an  increase  of  1,227,000  men. 

While  no  ceiling  has  been  imposed  by  law  upon  naval  enlisted 
strength  built  up  through  the  Reserve,  an  expansion  of  such  magni¬ 
tude,  the  committee  feels,  should  be  the  subject  of  careful  scrutiny 
and  recommendation  to  the  House  by  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee. 
With  the  manpower  situation  presently  confronting  us,  it  would  seem 
highly  important  that  the  Navy’s  man  expansion  program  should  be 
held  to  such  minimum  number  as  may  be  consistent  with  reasonably 
potential  demands.  The  objective  indicated  may  be  wholly  justified, 
but  certainly  it  should  have  careful  analysis. 

The  committee  has  reduced  the  estimate  to  $100,000,000.  It  has 
done  so  with  the  thought  that  between  now  and  July  1  it  may  develop 
that  a  fewer  number  than  2,250,000  men  will  meet  all  demands  likely 
to  arise  during  the  ensuing  fiscal  year.  If  not,  the  amount  withheld 
can  be  concluded  in  the  regular  1944  naval  appropriation  bill,  and,  if 
then  deemed  necessary,  made  immediately  available. 

PUBLIC  WORKS 

The  direct  appropriation  proposed  by  the  Budget  under  this  head 
is  $800,000,000,  all  needed  partly  to  liquidate  prior  contractual  au¬ 
thority.  There  will  remain  to  be  appropriated  $674,634,000. 

Included  in  the  $800,000,000  is  $1,700,000  for  reimbursing  the  War 
Shipping  Administration  and  the  Federal  Security  Agency  for  real 
property  turned  over  to  the  Navy.  The  committee  has  subtracted 
the  $1,700,000,  because  it  feels  that  if  the  property  relinquished  needs 
or  needed  to  be  replaced,  the  Congress  should  have  a  voice  in  the 
matter  and  determine  the  need  and  the  amount  to  be  expended. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  the  Budget  proposes  contractual  au¬ 
thority  of  $250,000,000  for  undertaking  a  multiplicity  of  projects  con¬ 
stituting  a  part  of  the  program  authorized  in  H.  R.  1692,  which  passed 
the  House  on  February  23,  1943.  Such  bill  passed  the  House  unani¬ 
mously  on  a  record  vote.  All  of  the  projects  for  which  it  provided 
had  been  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
Therefore,  the  contractual  authority  proposed  by  the  Budget  for 
getting  the  first  part  of  the  program  under  way  has  not  been  dis¬ 
turbed  by  the  committee  except  seven  projects,  estimated  to  cost 
$9,009,600,  which  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks, 
Rear  Admiral  Ben  Moreell,  advised  the  committee,  by  letter,  already 
had  been  undertaken  out  of  reserve  funds  because  of  their  urgency. 
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AVIATION,  NAVY 

The  Budget  proposes  that  $562,000,000  of  the  appropriation  “Avia¬ 
tion,  Navy,  1942,”  be  continued  available  for  obligation  until  June  30, 
1943.  Such  sum  is  a  portion  of  the  appropriation  indicated  provided 
for  the  procurement  of  aircraft,  which,  for  various  reasons,  remains 
unobligated.  It  is  needed  to  enable  the  Department  to  reach  the 
approved  aircraft  objectives. 

The  committee’s  inquiry  disclosed  that  a  very  considerable  portion 
of  the  1943  appropriation  for  aircraft  procurement  remained  un¬ 
obligated  at  the  time  of  its  inquiry  (February  19).  Of  course,  the 
amount  will  lessen  daily,  but  unquestionably  it  is  too  large  to  permit 
of  wise  commitments  being  effected  in  the  short  time  remaining  of  the 
current  fiscal  year.  On  its  own  motion,  therefore,  after  counseling 
with  officials  of  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics,  the  committee  is  propos¬ 
ing  to  extend  the  obligational  availability  period  of  the  aircraft  pro¬ 
curement  portion  of  the  1943  appropriation  until  the  close  of  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1944.  It  is  felt  that  while  the  war  lasts 
it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  more  economical  and  efficient  procedure 
to  make  aviation  appropriations  for  aircraft  procurement  available  for 
2  fiscal  years.  Otherwise,  in  the  rush  to  get  orders  placed  in  the 
closing  days  of  a  fiscal  year  funds  are  very  apt  to  be  obligated  for 
products  not  of  sufficiently  proven  worth  or  of  a  quality  or  type  which 
further  inquiry  would  rule  out. 

Limitations  and  Legislative  Provisions 

The  following  limitations  and  legislative  provisions,  not  heretofore 
enacted  in  connection  with  any  appropriation  bill,  are  recommended: 

On  page  2,  in  connection  with  “Miscellaneous  expenses”: 

Provided,  That  no  appropriation  for  the  Navy  Department  or  naval  service  for 
the  fiscal  year  1943  hereafter  shall  be  obligated  for  the  services  of  experts,  such  as 
provided  for  under  this  head  in  title  V  of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal 
year  1941. 
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This  proviso  is  designed  to  prevent  the  incurrence  of  further  obliga¬ 
tions  for  the  services  of  persons  or  agencies  for  conducting  surveys  and 
studies  of  methods  of  transacting  the  business  of  the  Navy  Department. 
The  committee  desires  to  have  an  opportunity  to  consider  any  proposal 
contemplating  the  further  engagement  of  services  for  such  purposes. 

On  page  2,  in  connection  with  “Miscellaneous  expenses”: 


u- 


n- 


li¬ 

ed 

rs. 


Provided  further,  That  no  appropriation  for  the  Navy  Department  or  naval  service 
available  during  the  fiscal  year  1943  (except  funds  transferred  or  made  available  to 
other  executive  agencies  for  use  for  naval  purposes)  shall  be  used  after  March  31, 
1943,  for  the  employment  of  persons  for  the  performance  of  service  in  other  than  the 
Navy  Department  or  elsewhere  than  under  the  Navy  Department,  except  employees 
who  had  been  employed  by  and  performing  service  under  the  Navy  Department  for 
three  months  or  more  immediately  prior  to  their  detail  for  service  elsewhere. 


or  On  page  3,  in  connection  with  the  Naval  Research  Laboratory: 

Provided,  That  the  compensation  of  the  senior  head  physicist,  as  established  in  the 
Navul  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  shall  be  construed  as  placing  the  incumbent  of  such 
position  in  the  initial  rate  of  grade  8,  professional  and  scientific  service,  and  subject 
;|y  to  the  provisions  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as  amended. 


This  provision  applies  to  Dr.  A.  H.  Taylor,  the  inventor  of  radar. 
In  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  Congress  fixed  Dr.  Taylor’s 
pay  at  the  rate  of  $8,000  per  annum,  which  is  the  initial  rate  fixed  by 
law  of  grade  8,  professional  and  scientific  service.  Without  this 
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proviso,  unlike  other  Federal  employees  in  such  grade,  Dr.  Taylor 
would  be  barred  from  such  further  advancement  as  the  law  permits. 
Page  7,  in  connection  with  “Pay  and  allowances,  Coast  Guard”:  [ 

and  the  Secretary  oj  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  prescribe  per  diem  rates  of 
allowance  for  Public  Health  Service  officers  detailed  to  the  Coast  Guard  as  authorized 
]or  Coast  Guard  officers. 

Page  7,  section  102: 


Appropriations  available  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  for  travel 
expenses  of  civilian  inspectors  of  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  available  for  reim¬ 
bursement,  at  not  to  exceed  three  cents  per  mile,  for  travel  performed  by  such  employees 
in  privately  owned  automobiles  within  the  limits  of  their  official  stations. 


Page  8,  section  103: 

The  limitations  on  the  number  of  men  inducted  into  the  naval  forces  and  into  the 
Marine  Corps  under  the  provisions  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
contained  in  section  107  of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  are  hereby  removed. 

Page  8,  section  104: 

During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  the  appropriations  available  to  either 
the  War  Department  or  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  available  for  procurement  by 
any  other  executive  department  or  independent  establishment  of  the  Government 
through  administrative  allotments  in  such  amounts  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  without  transfer  of  funds  on 
the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department:  Provided,  That  orders  placed  or  expenses 
incurred  by  the  procuring  department  or  establishment  in  respect  to  such  allotments 
shall  be  considered  as  obligations  against  the  appropriations  involved:  Provided 
further,  That  disbursing  officers  of  the  allotting  department  may  make  disbursements 
chargeable  to  such  allotments  upon  vouchers  certified  by  officers  of  the  procuring 
department  or  establishment:  Provided  further,  That  whenever  vouchers  are  certified 
by  an  officer  of  the  procuring  department  or  establishment  and  are  paid  by  a  disbursing 
officer  of  the  allotting  department  the  certifying  officer  and  not  the  disbursing  officer 
shall  be  held  responsible  and  accountable  for  the  existence  and  correctness  of  the  fads 
certified,  including  the  correctness  of  computations  shown  on  certified  vouchers  and 
on  any  required  supporting  documents. 
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Comparative  statement  of  amounts  requested  in  the  Budget  estimates  with 
the  amounts  recommended  in  the  accompanying  bill 

[Note. — All  estimates  in  H.  Doc.  95,  unless  otherwise  indicated] 


Objects 


Amounts  of  Budget 
estimates 


Amounts  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  bill 


Increase  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ),  bill 
compared  with 
Budget  estimates 


OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Miscellaneous  expenses - 

Naval  Research  Laboratory _ 

Operation  and  conservation  of 
naval  petroleum  reserves _ 


Naval  prison  farms  and  prison 
personnel _ 


Total,  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  _ 


BUREAU  OF  NAVAL  PERSONNEL 

Training,  education,  and  wel¬ 
fare,  Navy: 

Naval  War  College _ 

Naval  training  stations: 

Newport _ 

Great  Lakes _ 

Norfolk _ 

Lake  Pend  Oreille _ 

Libraries _ 

Welfare  and  recreation _ 


Total,  training,  educa¬ 
tion,  and  welfare,  Navy_ 


Naval  Reserve- 


Naval  Academy: 

Pay  of  employees  . 


Current  and  miscellaneous 
expenses _ 


Maintenance  and  repairs _ 

Total,  Naval  Academy _ 

Total,  Bureau  of  Naval 
Personnel _ _ 


$7,  500,  000 
350,  000 

2,  900,  000 

13,  000 


10,  763,  000 


5,  000 

630,  000 
2,  000,  000 
100,  000 
230,  000 
880,  000 
1,  000,  000 


4,  845,  000 


48,  000,  000 


180,  000 

34,  000 
370,  000 


584,  000 


53,  429,  000 


$6,  723,  117 
529,  270 


13,  000 


7,  265,  387 


5,  000 

600,  000 
2,  000,  000 
100,  000 
230,  000 
800,  000 
950,  000 


4,  685,  000 


40,  800,  000 


175,  192 

34,  000 
330,  540 


539,  732 


46,  024,  732 


-$776,  883 
+  179,  270 

-  2,  900,  000 


-3,  497,  613 


-30,  000 


-  80,  000 
-50,  000 


- 160,  000 


-7,  200,  000 


-4,  808 


-  39,  460 


-44,  268 


-7,  404,  268 
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Comparative  statement  of  amounts  requested  in  the  Budget  estimates  with 
the  amounts  recommended  in  the  accompanying  bill — Continued 


Objects 


Amounts  of  Budget 
estimates 


Amounts  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  bill 


Increase  (+)  or 
decrease.  (—),  bill 
compared  with 
Budget  estimates 


BUREAU  OF  SHIPS 

Maintenance _ _ _ _ _ 

BUREAU  OF  ORDNANCE 

Ordnance  and  ordnance  stores.. 

BUREAU  OF  SUPPLIES  AND 
ACCOUNTS 

Pay,  subsistence,.  and  trans¬ 
portation: 

.  Pay_._, - 

Subsistence _ 

Transportation _ 

Total,  pay,  subsistence,, 
and  transportation _ 

Maintenance _ 

Fuel  and  transportation _ 

Clothing  and  small  stores 
fund _ 

Total,  Bureau  of  Supplies 
and  Accounts _ 1 _ 

BUREAU  OF  MEDICINE  AND 
SURGERY 

Medical  Department _ 

BUREAU  OF  YARDS  AND  DOCKS 

Maintenance _ 

Public  works _ 

Total,  Bureau  of  Yards 
and  Docks _ 

BUREAU  OF  AERONAUTICS 

Aviation,  Navy _ 


$850,  000,  000 


$737,  230,  464 


-$112,769,536  I 


1,  000,  000,  000 


1,  000,  000,  000 


382,  892,  000 
68,  354,  000 
43,  722,  000 


382,  892,  000 
68,  354,  000 
43,  722,  000 


494,  968,  000 
46,  000,  000 
55,  000,  000 


494,  968,  000 

46,  000,  000 

47,  618,  000 


147,  240,  000 


100,  000,  000 


-7,  382,  000 
-47,  240,  000 


743,  208,  000 


688,  586,  000 


-54,  622,  000 


67,  000,  000 


67,  000,  000 


25,  000,  000 
i  800,  000,  000 


22,  500,  000 
2  798,  300,  000 


-2,  500,  000 
- 1,  700,  000 


825,  000,  000 


820,  S00,  000 


-4,  200,  000 


(3) 


(3) 


1  And  contractual  authority  of  $250,000,000. 

2  And  contractual  authority  of  $239,740,400. 

3  Extension  of  appropriation  availability. 
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Comparative  statement  of  amounts  requested  in  the  Budget  estimates  uAth 
the  amounts  recommended  in  the  accompanying  bill — Continued 


Objects 


INCREASE  AND  REPLACEMENT  OF 
NAVAL  VESSELS 

Armor,  armament,  and  ammu¬ 
nition _ 

Repair  facilities,  Navy _ 

Construction  of  floating  dry 
docks,  Navy _ 

COAST  GUARD 

Pay  and  allowances _ 

General  expenses _ 

Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection 
and  Navigation: 

Salaries,  departmental _ 

Salaries  and  general  ex¬ 
penses _ 

Total,  Coast  Guard _ 

Grand  total _ 


Amounts  of  Budget 
estimates 

Amounts  recom¬ 
mended  in  the  bill 

Increase  (+)  or 
decrease  (— ),  bill 
compared  with 
Budget  estimates 

$417,  000,  000 

$417,  000,  000 

10,  000,  000 

10,  000,  000 

(4) 

(4) 

10,  600,  000 

10,  600,  000 

12,  500,  000 

11,  250,  000 

-$1.  250,  000 

50,  000 

50,  000 

450,  000 

400,  000 

-50,  000 

23,  600,  000 

22,  300,  000 

- 1,  300,  000 

4,  000,  000,  000 

3,  816,  206,  583 

-183,  793,  417 

Contractual  authority  of  $210,000,000. 

o 
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EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

.  O’BRIEN  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex¬ 
tend  toy  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and 
include\therein  an  editorial  based  on 
authenticveports  of  the  marvelous  work 
done  by  th^  Higgins  boats  in  Guadal¬ 
canal. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  thp  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referreckto  appears  in  the 
Appendix.]  \ 

ANDREW  JACKSON  HIGGINS 

Mr.  OBRIEN  of  New  York.  Mr. 

Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
address  the  House  for  1  minute.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  OBRIEN  of  New  York.  Mr. 

Speaker,  today  I  have  inserted  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  based  on  accurate 
and  authentic  information  concerning 
the  marvelous  work  done  by  the  Higgins 
invasion  boats  at  Guadalcanal. 

These  two  distinguished  gentlemen 
who  testified  before  the  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  and  Fisheries  Committee  saw  stren¬ 
uous  action  in  this  particular  theater  of 
war  and  praised  the  Higgins  invasion 
boats  in  the  most  enthusiastic  manner. 

Right  at  this  point  may  I  state  that 
there  have  been  occasions  during  the 
past  year  when  Andrew  Jackson  Hig¬ 
gins  has  been  criticized  vigorously  and 
unjustly  and  some  have  even  gone  so 
far  as  to  say  that  the  reason  for  the 
Higgins  contract  cancelation  was  due  to 
poor  management.  I,  for  one,  inform 
the  membership  of  this  House  that  there 
is  no  shipyard  in  the  country  managed 
more  efficiently  than  the  Higgins  Ship¬ 
yards  of  New  Orleans. 

The  particular  individual  who  made 
that  observation  in  the  nature  of  a  criti¬ 
cism  in  my  estimation  is  one  who  glori-* 
ously  exemplifies  the  old  saying,  “What 
he  lacks  in  intelligence  he  makes  uj/in 
stupidity.” 

Within  the  next  few  months  Andrew 
Jackson  Higgins  will  be  producing  planes 
with  such  amazing  rapidity  tflat  we  can 
all  bask  in  the  sunshine  q i  his  ability 
to  make  contributions  tq/this  war  ef¬ 
fort  far  beyond  our  expectations.  Any 
further  comment  on  my  part  at  this  time 
concerning  Andrew  Jackson  Higgins  is 
entirely  uncalled  fi 

THE  PRESIDENT’S  FAMILY 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Ajlx.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  conseiR  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  requ9<ft  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania 

Thqre  was  no  objection. 

SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentle- 
mah  from  Connecticut  has  already  ex- 
ressed  better  than  I  can  my  sentiments 
reference  to  a  certain  type  of  criti¬ 
cism.  When  we  indict  the  administra¬ 
tion  for  mistakes  we  are,  I  conceive,  in 
the  position  of  counsel  for  the  people, 
or  prosecutors,  if  you  prefer.  The  Su¬ 
preme  Court  has  just  said  that  “a  prose¬ 


cutor  may  hit  hard  blows  but  not  foul 
ones.” 

We  may  often  disagree  with  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  sometimes  on  his  war  policies,  more 
often  on  matters  of  domestic  or  internal 
concern,  but  the  President  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  people  have  a  war  to  win. 
Neither  the  President  nor  the  Congress 
nor  the  people  ought  to  be  harassed  by 
irrelevant  matters.  For  heaven’s  sake, 
let  us  leave  the  President’s  family  out 
of  it. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  HARTLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
therein  some  correspondence  I  have  had 
with  the  Wage  and  Hour  Administrator. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

\jr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
tend  my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  And 
include  therein  a  speech  I  mad &  last 
night. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman/from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objectioi 

[The  matter  referre<Jao  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

BUREAtJCRATS 

Mr.  HOFFMAI^  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  y 

T]fiere  was  no  objection. 

•  [Mr.  HOFFMAN  addressed  the  House, 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix  of 
today’s  Record.] 

REPRESENTATIVE  ROBERT  L.  DOUGHTON 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  32  years  ago 
today  thf  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Hon.  Robert  L.  Doughton,  who 
wants  me  to  call  him  Bob,  but  I  cannot 
do  it,  although  he  is  very  young,  took 
the  oath  as  a  Member  of  this  House.  I 
would  not  make  any  comparison,  but  I 
think  I  will  have  the  agreement  of  the 
Members  here  and  those  who  have  been 
here  during  his  time  in  office  that  he  has 
been  one  of  the  most  valuable  Members 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  Nation¬ 
wide  in  his  considerations,  hardworking, 
intelligent,  and  a  fine,  fine  man.  North 
Carolina  is  proud  of  him. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
on  Monday  next,  at  the  conclusion  of 


the  legislative  program  of  the  day  anc 
following  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered,  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Floeser]  be^  per¬ 
mitted  to  address  the  Housg/for  30 
minutes.  7/ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  affection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  DAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  extend  my  own  remarks 
in  the  Record  and  include  therein  an 
editorial. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois?  / 

Theresas  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

/  PAY  OF  RURAL  CARRIERS 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  introducing  a  bill  today  to  pro¬ 
vide  temporary  additional  pay  for  equip¬ 
ment  maintenance  for  each  carrier  in 
the  rural  mail  delivery  service.  Under 
the  present  law,  the  rural  mail  carrier  is 
allowed  only  5  cents  per  mile  per  day 
for  each  mile  or  major  fraction  thereof 
scheduled.  This  amount  is  wholly  in¬ 
adequate  under  conditions  such  as  now 
exist,  because,  under  present  conditions, 
the  rural  carrier  cannot  get  new  equip¬ 
ment  as  needed,  but  must  maintain  the 
truck  or  automobile  that  he  has  sub¬ 
jected  to  hard  usage  since  before  the 
war.  His  cost  of  equipment  mainte¬ 
nance  and  operation  has  greatly  in¬ 
creased  and  now  amounts  to  between  8 
and  10  cents  per  mile.  The  bill  that  I 
have  introduced  provides  an  increase  of 
only  1  cent  per  mile,  beginning  May  1 
this  year  and  continuing  for  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  the  war  and  for  6  months  there¬ 
after.  I  hope  that  you  will  support  this 
much-needed  legislation. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

LEAVE  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr-  BARDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
uanimous  cofisent  that  at  the  conclusion 
of  any  other  special  orders  today,  I  be 
permitted  to  address  the  House  for  20 
minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  ,  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mr>  Speaker,  on  Mon¬ 
day  next,  after  the  disposition  of  mat¬ 
ters  on  the  Speaker’s  table  and  any 
other  special  orders,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  proceed  for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  thereNpbjection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  uanimous  consent  that  on  Wednes¬ 
day  next,  after  the  disposition  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  the  Speaker’s  table  and  any 
other  special  orders,  I  may  be  permitted 
to  address  the  House  for  20  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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EAL  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT 
ACT 


ir.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1  min¬ 
ute.  ' 

Th^  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
received  a  copy  of  a  memorial  from  the 
Idaho  State  Legislature,  urging  Congress 
to  take  steps  to  pass  necessary  legisla¬ 
tion  to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Adjustment  Act  for  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  the  present  emergency.  The  me¬ 
morial  points  out  that  the  emergency  for 
which  this  act  was  passed  no  longer  ex¬ 
ists,  and  that  the  unwarranted  expendi¬ 
ture  of  money  and  demand  upon  the 
services  of  manpower  that  might  better 
be  diverted  to  the  war  effort  is  not  neces¬ 
sary. 

The  memorial  referred  to  follows: 

We,  your  memorialists,  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Idaho,  respectfully  represent 
that — 

Whereas  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Ad¬ 
ministration  has,  j  during  the  ^period  from 
May  12,  1933,  to  >June  30,  1942,  expended 
$5,660,400,000  of  which  $213,100,000  was  for 
administrative  expense;  and 

Whereas  during  the  fiscal  year  of  1942  the 
total  administrative  jexpense  of  said  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Administration  was  $4,596,- 
87^j  and 

Whereas  during  the*  fiscal  year  of  1942  the 
administrative  expense  for  State  officers  ad¬ 
ministering  this  act  in  the  State  of  Idaho  was 
$181,576,  not  taking  into  consideration  the 
county  administrative  expense;  and 

Whereas  we  have  requested  the  adminis¬ 
trative  office  for  such  a®  in  Boise,  Idaho,  to 
furnish  us  with  figures  and  number  of  per¬ 
sonnel  required  to  administer  the  act  in 
Idaho;  and 

Whereas  said  office  pias*  refused  to  furnish 
such  information;  and  ' 

Whereas  this  enormous  expenditure  of 
moneys  requires  the  services  of  a  vast  num¬ 
ber  of  employees,  /the  exact  or  approximate 
number  of  which  we  have  been  unable  to 
obtain;  and 

Whereas  the  emergency  for  which  this  act 
was  passed  to  alleviate  has  ceased  to  exist;  and 

Whereas  we,  Aour  memorialists,  feel  that 
such  an  unwarranted  expenditure  of  money 
and  demand  upon  the  services  of  manpower 
that  might  be  diverted  to  the  war  effort  is 
not  in  any  way  necessary  at  this  time  and 
could  be  made  available  to  furthering  the  war 
effort;  Now- therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  fby  the  Senate  of  the  Twenty -sev¬ 
enth  Session  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Idaho  (the  House  of  Representatives  concur¬ 
ring  therein) ,  That  we  most  respectfully  urge 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  lake  steps 
to  pass  the  necessary  legislation  to  suspend 
the  operation  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  for  the  duration  of  the  present  emergency. 

JURISDICTIONAL  DISPUTES  IN  LABOR 

Mr.  KLEBERG.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1 
minute. 

Thfe  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

TS/jjr.  KLEBERG.  Mi’.  Speaker,  I  re¬ 
gret  very  much  that  I  do  not  have  with 
met  a  clipping  from  the  Washington 
Harald  of  the  day  before  yesterday  aft¬ 
ernoon  and  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  clipping  may  be  inserted  in  the 
Hecord  of  Monday  morning.  It  was 
aisciosed  in  that  clipping  that  there  was 
a  strike  or  rather  a  row  between  two 
unions  in  a  new  rubber  plant  in  Pitts- 


mrgh  because  of  the  moving  of  a  pole. 

le  of  the  labor  groups  of  the  A,  P.  of 
L.Nthrew  the  power  switch  and  ^«tve  or- 
deA  that  if  the  switch  was  thrown  back 
they Nyould  cut  the  main  current  off  the 
rubber,  plant.  There  are  boys  every¬ 
where  ii*  this  world  facing  death,  and 
to  permit  things  like  that  to  go  forward 
is  something  I  do  not  believe  is  going  to 
continue.  It- must  be  stopped. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Te^as  has  expired.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman 
from  Texas?  % 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  M\  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  ui  the  Record  and  include  therein 
a  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Stats,'  Mr.  Dean  Acheson. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection?  j 

There  was  no  objection. 

/ 

/  [The  matter  referred  to  appears  in 
the  Appendix.]  \ 

SUPPLEMENTAL  NAVAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  FISCAL  YEAR  1943 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2068)  making  additional 
appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department 
and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  Pending  that  I  wish  to  make  an 
agreement  with  respect  to  general  debate 
today  with  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Ditter],  and  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  general  debate  con¬ 
tinue  for  the  rest  of  the  day,  the  time 
to  be  equally  divided  between  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ditter] 
and  myself,  and  that  we  read  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  bill  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  rises. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  supplemental  naval  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  H.  R.  2068,  with  Mr. 
Bulwinkle  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  first  reading 
of  the  bill  be  dispensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
that  during  the  time  I  am  making  my 
statement  I  be  permitted  to  proceed 
without  interruption,  and  at  this  time 
I  have  a  very  high  pleasure,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man.  Before  proceeding  I  call  attention 
of  the  Members  to  the  fact  that  today 
is  the  tenth  anniversary  of  the  member¬ 
ship  in  this  body  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  the  rank¬ 
ing  minority  member  on  the  naval  sub¬ 


committee  of  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Ditter].  I  am  sure  that  the 
Members  present  join  in  felicitating  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dit¬ 
ter]  on  his  service  and  in  commend¬ 
ing  him  for  the  reputation  that  he  has 
established  in  this  House  over  the  long 
period  of  his  service.  Also,  I  know  they 
will  join  me  in  the  hope  that  he  enjoys 
all  of  the  time  in  the  future  that  his 
constituents  may  permit  him  to  remain 
a  Member  of  this  House. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  All  Members  of 
the  House  join  with  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  on  naval 
affairs  in  that  fine  expression,  congratu¬ 
lating  our  friend  from  Pennsylvania  on 
his  tenth  anniversary  in  this  House.  We 
on  this  side  have  a  profound  respect  for 
him.  We  recognize  that  he  is  always  a 
foeman  worthy  of  our  steel. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.-^I  yield. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  As  a  colleague  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dit¬ 
ter],  we  appreciate  the  compliment  you 
have  paid  him  and  the  great  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Pennsylvania.  He  has  been 
of  invaluable  help  to  the  younger  Mem¬ 
bers  of  our  delegation.  He  has  not  only 
ably  represented  us  on  the  floor,  but  he 
is  a  profound  student,  a  marvelous  de¬ 
bater,  as  his  antagonists  well  realize,  but 
throughout  it  all  he  has  been  helpful, 
kindly,  and  gentle  toward  every  new 
Member.  We  deeply  appreciate  the 
compliments  you  have  paid  him. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  merely  want 
to  say  that  we  not  only  appreciate  the 
fine  things  the  gentleman  from  Califor¬ 
nia  has  said  about  our  distinguished 
friend  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ditter], 
but  today  is  also  historic  in  another  re¬ 
spect.  This  is  the  first,  appearance  on 
the  floor  in  charge  of  the  naval  appropri¬ 
ation  bill  of  the  distinguished  new  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  [Mr.  Sheppard]. 
We  feel  sure  that  he  will  carry  on  with 
the  splendid  ability  in  this  new  task  that 
he  has  shown  in  other  capacities  in  this 
House. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  thank  the- gentle¬ 
man  most  kindly. 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  As  a  Democratic 
Member  from  Pennsylvania,  I  think  it  is 
only  fitting  that  I  should  join  in  the 
congratulatory  remarks  extended  to  my 
colleague  [Mr.  Ditter]  on  his  anniver¬ 
sary. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  In  response  to  the 
courtesy  that  was  extended  to  me  by  my 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Vorys],  may  I  say  to  him  and  to  all 
Members  of  this  House  here  assembled 
that  I  thoroughly  appreciate  the  fact 
that  this  is  my  first  appearance  in  charge 
of  a  bill,  and  undoubtedly  you  are  going 
to  find  some  rough  spots  in  which  I  have 
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a  lack  of  all  the  knowledge  that  you 
gentlemen  may  inquire  into.  So  I  am 
going  to  ask  you  to  stretch  your  imagi¬ 
nation  and  your  friendship  that  you 
have  so  kindly  expressed  when  the  going 
gets  tough,  and  just  remember  that 
friendship. 

I  also  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to 
thank  my  friends  on  the  committee,  the 
men  who  have  worked  with  me,  the  gen¬ 
tlemen,  the  gentleman  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Coffee],  and  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Whitten],  The  gentle¬ 
men  were  fine  and  most  cooperative. 
Their  attendance  was  perfect.  They 
have  all  been  of  most  material  help  to 
me. 

I  also  want  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  thank  the  gentleman  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Plumley],  one  of  the  minority 
members  of  the  committee,  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Noble  J. 
Johnson],  another  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  for  the  fine  and  splendid  cooper¬ 
ation  those  gentlemen  have  given  in  the 
handling  of  the  bill  which  I  had  so 
much  to  learn  about. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  called  upon  to¬ 
day  to  make  further  financial  provision 
for  the  sea  branch  of  our  armed  services. 

Not  since  last  October  have  we  had  be¬ 
fore  us  a  measure  appropriating  for  the 
defense  establishments  as  such. 

Prior  to  that  there  had  been  a  con¬ 
tinual  succession  of  war  appropriation 
measures.  We  were  paving  the  way  for 
the  big  war  machine  advocated  by  our 
military  and  naval  leadership  as  essen¬ 
tial  to  successfully  overcome  the  forces 
allied  against  the  United  Nations. 

As  the  program  became  better  crys¬ 
tallized  and  organized,  long-range  ap¬ 
propriations  became  more  practicable. 
That  is  wrhy  we  have  had  a  brief  defense 
appropriation  holiday. 

The  maximum  objectives,  however, 
still  lie  ahead,  and  while  expanding, 
there  must  be  considerable  expending. 

The  bill  we  bring  to  you  today  very 
largely  is  responsive  to  those  two  consid¬ 
erations  and  is  to  augment  prior  appro¬ 
priations  in  divers  directions  over  the 
period  to  next  July  1. 

I  fear  the  impression  prevails  in  some 
quarters  that  we  have  reached  or  about 
reached  the  peak  of  annual  naval  budg¬ 
ets,  and  that  we  should  be  meeting  with 
a  scaling  downward.  I  wish  that  were 
so,  but  I  cannot  see  the  ceiling  yet.  It 
is  my  considered  judgment  that  only 
until  peace  definitely  is  at  hand  may  we 
look  for  a  downward  trend  in  naval  and 
defense  budgets. 

The  Navy  is  expanding.  We  have  in 
course  of  construction  today  over  10,000 
vessels  for  the  Navy  of  all  types.  True, 
there  are  some  lend-lease  craft  in  that 
number,  but  until  the  vessels  are  finished 
and  actually  turned  over  for  operation, 
there  is  no  way  of  telling  whether  or  not 
we  or  some  allied  power  will  be  charged 
with  their  maintenance  and  operation. 
Our  allies  may  man  some  of  them,  but  it 
is  my  judgment  that  it  will  devolve  upon 
us  to  keep  all  of  them  operating. 

Turning  from  ships,  let  me  remind  you 
that  operating  naval  aircraft  are  sched¬ 
uled  to  be  increased  many,  many  fold, 
which  will  entail  a  far  heavier  expense 
for  maintenance  and  operation  than  we 


have  yet  been  confronted  with,  and,  not 
at  all  unlikely,  a  large  recurring  expense 
for  replacement  planes. 

Ships  and  aircraft  make  up  our  Navy, 
Mr.  Chairman.  They  dictate  the  man¬ 
power  requirements,  they  dictate  the 
shore  establishment  requirements  at 
home  and  overseas,  they  dictate  the 
maintenance,  operation,  and  repair  bills. 

This  measure  makes  provision  for  an 
enlisted  force  of  1,450,000  persons.  By 
the  end  of  the  next  fiscal  year  we  are 
told  that  the  strength  will  need  to  be 
2,250,000.  What  the  other  added  ex¬ 
penses  will  be  we  are  without  informa¬ 
tion  at  this  time.  The  Navy’s  1944  budg¬ 
et  is  now  being  processed  downtown. 
But  the  point  I  want  to  impress  upon  you 
is  that  it  is  all  one  integrated  program, 
ramifying  in  many  directions,  and  it  is  a 
program,  irrespective  of  the  cost,  that  we 
have  got  to  support  until  the  kind  of 
peace  we  are  fighting  for  has  been 
achieved. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  my  judgment  that 
the  American  people  predominantly  are 
in  back  of  that  sort  of  support.  They 
want  nondefense  spending  cut  out,  but 
they  want  this  Navy  of  ours  ready  in  all 
respects  to  do  the  job  that  must  be  done. 

Some  people  would  have  you  believe 
that  this  is  not  a  popular  war  with  some 
of  our  people.  God  forbid  that  war 
should  ever  be  popular  with  civilized  peo¬ 
ple,  but  I  know  this,  that  when  war  is 
thrust  upon  the  American  people  they 
will  fight  to  the  last  one  to  preserve  our 
freedom  and  our  cherished  institutions. 

This  war  is  not  over  in  any  sense  of  the 
word.  The  Navy’s  part  in  it,  I  should  say, 
has  been  infinitesimal  compared  with 
that  which  lies  ahead.  So,  I  submit,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  our  approach  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  naval  estimates  must  still 
be  one  of  wholehearted  support  of  the 
judgment  of  those  upon  whom  we  must 
rely  to  achieve  victory. 

We  may  see  an  item  that  bulks  large, 
or  we  may  see  a  project  that  looks  like 
too  much  money,  but  the  occasions  are 
rare  that  the  items  under  scrutiny  are 
not  part  and  parcel  of  the  integrated 
program,  the  efficient  and  effective  ac¬ 
complishment  of  which  is  dependent 
upon  each  individual  component. 

We  have  made  some  reductions  in  the 
Budget  estimates.  In  the  main,  they 
may  be  only  deferments.  If  not,  we  are 
that  much  ahead.  If  so,  there  can  be  no 
harm,  because  within  the  month  we  shall 
have  before  us  the  estimates  for  the  reg¬ 
ular  1944  bill,  in  which  rectification  may 
be  made. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Budget  estimates 
upon  which  this  bill  is  based  contemplate 
additional  appropriations  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  of  $4,000,000,000,  and  con¬ 
tractual  authority  of  $460,000,000.  The 
latter  is  all  responsive  to  legislation  of 
the  present  session,  classing  as  such  the 
naval  Public  Works  bill  which  passed  the 
House  but  a  few  days  ago.  As  of  yester¬ 
day  noon  that  bill  had  not  been  reported 
to  the  Senate,  but  I  should  like  to  call 
your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  we  carry  specifically  is  made  sub¬ 
ject  to  that  authorization  becoming  law. 

The  committee  has  made  reductions 
in  the  cash  part  of  the  estimates,  that  is, 
in  the  $4,000,000,000,  we  cut  $183,793,417, 


and  reduced  the  contractual  authority 
part  of  the  Budget  submittal  of  $460,- 
000,000  by  $9,009,600. 

Members  will  find  on  page  2  of  the 
committee’s  report  on  the  bill  a  segre¬ 
gation  of  the  cash  part  of  the  estimates 
into  general  objects  of  expenditure,  and, 
if  you  will  turn  to  page  3  of  our  report, 
you  will  find  commencing  there  a  table 
wherein  we  list  all  of  the  money  changes 
we  have  effected,  with  a  very  concise 
statement  after  each  as  to  why  the  re¬ 
ductions  are  proposed.  For  the  most 
part,  I  think  those  statements  will  suf¬ 
fice,  but  there  are  some  of  them  I  feel 
I  should  bring  to  your  particular  at¬ 
tention. 

First,  you  will  see  an  addition  for  the 
Naval  Research  Laboratory,  maintained 
over  here  across  the  river  at  Bellevue, 
D.  C.  That  is  the  only  addition  we  have 
made.  Our  action  is  explained  at  the 
bottom  of  page  6  of  our  report. 

This  really  is  a  great  institution,  ladies 
and  gentlemen,  staffed  with  some  of  the 
best  scientific  minds  in  the  country,  in¬ 
cluding  the  inventor  of  Radar,  Dr.  Tay¬ 
lor.  That  development  alone,  has 
proven  of  inestimable  value.  It  is  to 
this  establishment  to  which  we  must 
mainly  look  for  progress  in  ways  that 
will  give  us  an  invincible  fleet  and  a  jump 
on  our  enemies. 

The  next  item  I  should  like  to  speak 
about  pertains  to  the  naval  petroleum 
reserves.  We  had  before  us  an  estimate 
for  an  entirely  new  proposition,  namely, 
the  purchase  of  private  holdings  and 
leases  in  naval  petroleum  reserve  No.  1,  in 
California,  predicated  upon  an  agreement 
that  upon  consummation  of  such  acqui¬ 
sition,  the  largest  land  holder,  the 
Standard  Oil  Co.  of  California,  would 
thereafter  operate  the  reserve  for  the 
Navy’s  account  under  certain  prescribed 
conditions  and  restrictions,  compensa¬ 
tion  for  so  doing  to  be  effected,  princi¬ 
pally,  by  oil  and  other  products  in  kind. 

We  have  struck  the  item  out.  I  am 
not  certain  whether  the  agreement  is 
binding  or  not.  It  was  entered  into  in 
advance  of  a  specific  appropriation  for 
its  fulfillment.  If  there  be  legal  author¬ 
ity  to  proceed  under  the  agreement,  my 
thought  is  that  the  money  should  be  paid 
from  the  naval  emergency  fund  or  any 
other  fund  which  might  have  been  con¬ 
sidered  available  when  the  agreement 
was  executed.  If  there  is  not  such  avail¬ 
ability,  and  I  believe  there  is  not,  I  feel 
that  the  whole  matter  should  be  thor¬ 
oughly  investigated  by  disinterested 
parties,  because,  very  frankly,  I  ques¬ 
tion  whether  or  not  the  Navy  is  getting 
a  good  deal.  Standard  may  be  depended 
upon  to  have  had  the  most  expert  ad¬ 
vice  and  counsel,  and  they  no  doubt  are 
not  intending  to  lose  anything.  I  just 
do  not  feel  that  we  should  be  a  party  to 
the  matter,  if  an  appropriation  be  neces¬ 
sary,  and  I  am  inclined  to  believe  it  is, 
then,  until  we  are  perfectly  satisfied  that 
the  proposition  appropriately  looks  after 
the  public’s  interest,  the  subject  should 
rest. 

I  should  like  to  discuss  with  you  next 
the  “Naval  Reserve”  item.  The  Budget 
estimate  calls  for  $48,000,000.  That  ap¬ 
plies  to  the  major  projects  which  you 
will  find  enumerated  at  the  top  of  page  8 


1576 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


March  4 


of  our  report.  I  think  your  chief  inter¬ 
est  will  be  in  the  item  applying  to  the 
college  training  program. 

As  we  say  on  page  8  of  our  report,  the 
amount  earmarked  for  that  purpose, 
namely,  $4,913,340,  is  intended  for  equip¬ 
ment  and  alterations  necessary  to  pre¬ 
pare  educational  institutions  to  care  for 
a  maximum  of  63,000  trainees,  consisting 
of  college  graduates  or  students  in  inter¬ 
mediate  stages  of  college  training,  and, 
possibly,  some  high  school  graduates,  all 
of  whom  will  pursue  their  further  educa¬ 
tion  in  the  light  of  Navy  needs  and  then 
enter  specialized  schools  already  estab¬ 
lished.  Selection  of  the  educational  in¬ 
stitutions  is  now  in  progress.  Procedure 
as  to  procurement  or  designation  or  se¬ 
lection  of  trainees  had  not  been  deter¬ 
mined  upon  at  the  time  of  our  hearings 
of  the  matter  on  February  17. 

The  per  capita  cost  for  equipment  and 
alterations  has  been  estimated  as  $117.10. 

In  the  next  fiscal  year,  of  course,  we 
shall  meet  with  the  student  cost,  and 
we  have  been  told  that  we  may  expect 
a  bill  in  the  neighborhood  of  $120,000,000. 

This  is  a  very  costly  program,  Mr. 
Chairman,  but  the  Navy  feels  that  it  is 
essential  in  order  to  make  certain  that 
it  will  have  an  adequate  feeder  of  young 
officer  material  possessing  proper  educa¬ 
tional  and  physical  requirements,  be¬ 
cause  selective  service  naturally  will  di¬ 
minish  the  supply  of  material  of  that 
type.  Of  course,  it  will  serve  incidentally 
to  prevent  our  educational  institutions 
from  becoming  defunct,  or  many  of  them 
practically  so,  and  we  should  not  lose 
sight  of  the  fact  that  there  is  later  na¬ 
tional  defense  in  that  angle. 

Independently  of  the  college  training 
program  is  a  large  program  for  prepar¬ 
ing  new  officer  pilot  material.  This  is 
new  only  in  respect  of  lads  under  18 
years  of  age  and  in  the  method  of  han¬ 
dling  C.  A.  A.  training.  Otherwise  it  is 
a  continuation  of  the  program  already 
inaugurated  and  operating. 

The  C.  A.  A.  under  the  new  plan  will 
continue  to  give  flight  training,  but  the 
trainees  will  have  assumed  a  naval  sta¬ 
tus  and  the  Navy  will  pay  the  C.  A.  A. 
for  conducting  the  training. 

The  aviation  training  program  now 
will  operate  in  this  way:  Boys  will  be  en¬ 
tered  in  flight  preparatory  training — 
a  12-week  course  in  ground  training  at 
some  20  universities.  Next  they  will  be 
processed  through  primary  and  second¬ 
ary  C.  A.  A.  courses,  covering  about  16 
weeks.  Then  they  will  undertake  pre¬ 
flight  training,  which  consists  of  physical 
and  Navy  indoctrination  training,  lasting 
12  weeks,  after  which  they  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  through  the  regular  naval  aviation 
training  centers. 

I  should  like  to  turn  now  to  the  cloth¬ 
ing  item.  This  bill  provides  for  a  maxi¬ 
mum  enlisted  strength  of  1,450,000,  and 
no  more.  We  are  advised  that  the  next 
Budget  will  include  provision  for  a  force 
of  2,250,000  persons,  to  be  recruited  by 
the  end  of  June  1944.  In  anticipation  of 
that  increase  we  are  asked  to  appropri¬ 
ate  now  for  the  clothing  outfits  for  that 
projected  total. 

We  have  examined,  not  as  fully  as  we 
should  like  to,  the  operating  force  plan 
upon  which  it  is  based.  I  am  inclined 


to  the  view  that  it  is  somewhat  extrava¬ 
gant  and  possibly  out  of  step  with  the 
material  expansion  that  makes  more  men 
necessary.  Personally,  I  think  the  pro¬ 
gram  should  be  inquired  into  by  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee.  When  I  say 
that,  I  am  not  trying  to  dodge  any  re¬ 
sponsibility.  Like  the  House  member¬ 
ship  generally,  I  have  great  confidence 
in  that  committee  and  its  distinguished 
chairman,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson],  and  it  always  is  helpful  to 
have  the  advantage  of  the  studied  views 
of  both  upon  important  subjects  with 
which  we  are  called  upoh  to  deal,  even 
though  they  do  not  require  further  leg¬ 
islative  authorization. 

Before  recommending  the  full  amount 
for  clothing  for  such  a  force,  I  should  like 
at  least  to  have  more  time  myself  to 
analyze  the  operating  force  plan;  and, 
so  we  are  recommending  for  the  present 
but  $100,000,000  of  the  $147,240,000  re¬ 
quested.  If  need  be,  we  can  provide  the 
difference  earlier  than  next  July  1,  by 
including  an  immediately  available  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  1944  regular  bill.  I  do  not 
think  that  will  be  necessary. 

There  is  one  other  matter  involving 
the  appropriation  of  money  to  which  I 
wish  to  direct  especial  attention.  The 
House  on  February  23  passed  a  new  naval 
public  works  authorization  bill,  H.  R. 
1692.  It  provides  for  projects  to  cost 
a  total  of  $1,256,607,000.  That  bill 
passed  the  House  unanimously. 

We  had  before  us  for  consideration  a 
supplemental  estimate  of  $250,000,000  of 
contractual  authority  to  get  that  pro¬ 
gram  under  way.  We  were  supplied 
with  a  break-down  of  the  projects,  and 
I  may  say  that  they  touch  practically 
every  section  of  the  country,  as  well  as 
areas  beyond  our  shores.  It  would  have 
taken  a  week  or  more  to  have  examined 
into  each  one  of  the  projects  properly. 
All  of  them,  it  was  represented  to  us,  had 
been  reviewed  by  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs,  and  on  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  that  committee,  the  House 
passed  the  authorization,  and  passed  it 
as  I  already  have  stated,  unanimously 
and  on  a  record  vote.  True,  the  author¬ 
ization  bill  is  not  yet  law,  but  I  wish  to 
impress  upon  you  this  thought — we  are 
not  appropriating  any  money  for  the 
program — we  merely  are  authorizing  the 
Navy  to  get  a  part  of  the  whole  program 
under  way,  subject  specifically,  mark  you, 
to  the  final  enactment  of  the  authorizing 
legislation. 

All  of  the  projects  embraced  by  the 
Budget  submission,  I  may  state,  have 
been  approved  by  the  vice  chief  of  naval 
operations.  Possibly  there  are  items 
among  them  we  might  not  think  are  es¬ 
sential  to  the  war  effort.  Admiral 
Horne,  who  acts  for  Admiral  King  in 
such  matters,  has  given  them  his  en¬ 
dorsement,  and  we  have  recommended 
the  estimate,  except  as  modified  by  Ad¬ 
miral  Moreell,  the  chief  of  the  Bureau 
of  Yards  and  Docks,  who  called  our  at¬ 
tention  to  seven  projects,  as  I  recall, 
which  he  found  it  was  necessary  to  start 
out  of  an  available  reserve  of  a  prior 
appropriation.  Their  cost  will  be  $9,- 
009,600,  and  that  amount  we  have  de¬ 
ducted. 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  want  to  occupy 
too  much  time,  but  possibly,  before  clos¬ 
ing,  I  should  briefly  comment  upon  some 
relatively  minor  provisions  of  a  legis¬ 
lative  character  of  fiscal  year  duration. 

If  Members  will  turn  to  page  11  of  the 
report,  they  will  see  a  number  of  such 
provisions  we  are  proposing.  Those  on 
page  11  are  sponsored  by  the  committee. 
Those  on  page  12  came  down  to  us  in  the 
Budget  estimates.  The  explanation 
with  respect  to  two  of  the  three  provi¬ 
sions  on  page  11  is  given  on  that  page. 
The  provision  not  explained  on  that 
page  is  explained  on  page  6  of  the  report, 
just  ahead  of  the  paragraph  pertaining 
to  communication  expenses. 

The  bases  for  the  provisions  on  page 
12,  briefly,  are  as  follows: 

No.  1  extends  to  Public  Health  Service 
officers  on  duty  with  the  Coast  Guard, 
the  right  to  per  diem  enjoyed  by  Coast 
Guard  officers  when  absent  from  their 
official  stations. 

No.  2  is  designed  to  take  full  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  time  of  inspectors  of  naval 
material  in  course  of  manufacture.  An 
inspector  using  his  own  automobile  in 
his  district  can  cover  several  plants  in 
the  course  of  a  day.  If  he  had  to  rely 
on  public  transportation,  his  contacts  in 
the  course  of  a  day  very  evidently  would 
be  considerably  fewer. 

No.  3.  In  the  1943  Naval  Appropria¬ 
tion  Act  provision  was  included,  at  the 
instance  of  the  Department,  limiting  the 
number  of  inductees  into  the  naval 
forces  to  200,000,  and  into  the  Marine 
Corps  to  20,000.  Since  the  bulk  of  ad¬ 
ditional  men  must  now  come  through 
selective  service,  obviously  this  limita¬ 
tion  should  be  lifted. 

No.  4,  the  last  item,  is  proposed  to  sim¬ 
plify  accounting  procedure  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  work  performed  for  the  Navy 
by  other  Government  departments,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  War  Department  as  it  re¬ 
gards  ordnance.  The  Army  and  Navy 
have  gotten  together  and  have  worked 
out  a  procedure  that  will  reduce  paper 
work  and  accounting  work  without  in 
any  way  disturbing  proper  accounting 
procedure.  The  plan  proposed  has  the 
endorsement  of  the  very  efficient  and 
capable  Navy  budget  officer.  Rear  Ad¬ 
miral  Ezra  Allan,  who  has  the  admira¬ 
tion  and  respect  of  all  who  are  privi¬ 
leged  to  know  him. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  report  on  this 
measure  directs  attention  to  all  of  its 
salient  features.  I  have  endeavored  to 
focus  attention  upon  those  in  which  it 
seemed  to  me  the  Members  would  be 
particularly  interested.  I  should  be  very 
happy  to  supply  such  details  as  are  at 
my  command  when  the  bill  is  considered 
under  the  5-minute  rule. 

In  my  judgment,  it  is  a  sound  meas¬ 
ure  and  warrants  the  approval  of  the 
House.  Such  approval  would  carry  with 
it  a  message  of  trust,  and  faith,  and  con¬ 
fidence  to  our  men  all  over  the  seven 
seas  who  are  fighting  your  battle  and 
my  battle  for  victory. 

Mr.  ROLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
the  honor  to  be  a  member  of  the  dele¬ 
gation  to  which  the  distinguished  gen- 
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tleman  from  California  also  belongs.  As 
a  fellow  Californian,  I  want  to  compli¬ 
ment  him  on  his  splendid  presentation 
of  this  bill.  It  is  a  pleasure  to  be  in  this 
Chamber  the  day  he  handles  his  first 
legislation  on  the  floor.  I  am  sure  I  voice 
the  sentiment  of  the  entire  delegation 
when  I  say  that  we  are  very  proud  of 
the  able  way  in  which  he  is  presenting 
this  bill. 

Coming  from  San  Francisco,  I  want  to 
thank  not  only  this  Appropriations  Sub¬ 
committee  but  also  the  entire  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs  for  the  splendid  im¬ 
provements  that  have  been  made  in  San 
Francisco.  I  visited  the  Hunters  Point 
drydock  last  fall,  and  wish  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  could  have  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  visiting  this  facility,  which  I 
understand  will  be  one  of  the  largest 
repair  yards  in  the  entire  world. 

I  also  thank,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  two 
members  of  a  subcommittee,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Washington  [Mr.  Magnuson] 
and  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Anderson],  who  recently  visited  San 
Francisco.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing 
them  there.  The  gentleman  from  Wash¬ 
ington,  Representative  Magnuson,  and 
the  gentleman  from  California,  Repre¬ 
sentative  Anderson,  have  just  finished  a 
report  to  the  House  covering  shipbuild¬ 
ing  on  the  Pacific  coast.  I  commend  my 
two  colleagues  on  the  full  and  complete 
report,  as  well  as  for  the  splendid  work 
they  are  rendering  in  helping  to  build  up 
the  Navy  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  his  kind  remarks,  and  assure 
him  that  the  committee  is  vitally  inter¬ 
ested  in  both  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific 
coasts 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Speaking  about 
trainees  in  certain  colleges,  there  are  a 
number  of  high-class  schbols  that  have 
the  teachers,  the  equipment,  fine  re¬ 
search  departments,  the  facilities  to 
equip  the  trainees  for  specialized  work 
in  both  the  Army  and  the  Navy.  Is  it 
the  intention  of  the  gentleman  or  the 
gentleman’s  committee  to  completely 
wipe  them  out  and  confine  the  training 
program  to  certain  colleges,  or  will  you 
continue  the  established  schools  that 
have  already  trained  thousands  of  men 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Navy? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  It  is  not  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  committee  to  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  addresses  his  question  to  elimi¬ 
nate  any  particular  school  or  to  foster 
any  particular  college;  in  other  words,  I 
may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  the  Navy 
Department  has  sent  throughout  the 
Nation  a  questionnaire  to  all  educa¬ 
tional  institutions.  Each  one  of  them 
has  the  right  and  the  privilege  of  sub¬ 
mitting  its  qualifications  and  ability  to 
serve.  I  understand  there  has  been  set 
up  a  board  for  the  express  purpose  of 
selecting  the  schools  that  are  most 
adaptable  to  the  personnel  requirements 
without  any  favoritism  in  the  matter  of 
selection. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield. 


Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  may  also  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  that  our 
committee  has  had  this  matter  under 
consideration  for  some  time.  We  delib¬ 
erately,  as  a  matter  of  policy — you  know 
sometimes  it  is  better  to  use  a  club  than 
a  planer  on  some  of  these  things — cut 
off  the  Navy’s  request  for  the  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  certain  colleges  for  training 
periods;  we  even  went  so  far,  I  may  say 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York — and 
I  know  my  good  friend  from  California 
will  back  us  up — that  even  if  it  costs 
more  money  'to  go  throughout  the  United 
States  to  various  small  colleges  that  we 
are  saving  money  in  the  long  run,  be¬ 
cause  if  the  small  colleges  of  the  United 
States  go  down  because  of  the  war  ef¬ 
fort  and  the  concentration,  the  extra 
amount  we  spend  now  will  be  multiplied 
hundreds  of  times  after  the  war;  and 
this  committee  is  trying  to  spread  out 
this  matter  of  education. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  further? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN.  We  have  two  or 
three  fine  schools  in  New  York  and  in 
New  Jersey.  They  have  been  doing  some 
splendid  work.  They  have  machinery 
of  various  kinds,  almost  every  kind  of 
equipment  for  trainees.  They  have  not 
received  one  contract,  while  some  peo¬ 
ple  outside  on  the  prairie  some  place 
have  received  a  contract  for  five  or  ten 
thousand  students  and  they  have  not 
the  teachers  and  they  have  not  the 
equipment. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  will  give  the  gen¬ 
tleman  an  example  of  what  I  mean. 
The  Navy  Department  decided  to  train 
WAVES  at  various  colleges  throughout 
the  United  States.  They  named  four 
or  five.  Finally  they  got  concentrated 
up  in  Brooklyn;  at  Hunter  College, 
where  there  were  9,000  they  were  going 
to  train  up  there  in  Brooklyn.  They 
were  transporting  women  from  my  home 
town,  from  the  gentleman’s  section  in 
California  and  elsewhere,  across  the  con¬ 
tinent  to  train  them  in  Brooklyn.  They 
even  went  out  and  leased  apartment 
houses  all  around  Brooklyn  to  train 
these  WAVES.  The  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  decided  to  put  a  stop  to  that. 
I  know  the  Chairman  will  not  mind  my 
telling  the  House  that  in  the  30  years 
that  the  gentleman  has  been  chairman 
and  member  of  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affiairs  nothing  has  ever  happened  in 
his  district,  but  finally  they  decided  to 
put  some  WAVES  down  in  his  home  town 
and  he  got  $50,000.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  cut  out  an  appropriation  in  his 
own  home  town  in  Georgia,  so  serious  is 
he  about  this  matter  of  changing  it 
around  and  putting  it  all  over  the 
country. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  am  happy  to  see 
that  that  is  the  attitude  of  the  splendid 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  because  know¬ 
ing  his  proclivities  and  ability  if  he  de¬ 
cided  he  wanted  WAVES  in  his  district 
undoubtedly  they  would  be  there. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  45  minutes. 

(Mr.  DITTER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  own 
remarks  in  the  Record.) 


Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ex¬ 
press  with  a  very  grateful  heart  the  kind 
compliment  of  my  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  and  of  the  majority  leader  and  of 
my  colleagues  from  Pennsylvania.  My 
hope  is  that  in  the  time  that  is  mine 
to  serve  in  the  future  I  may  continue  to 
merit  not  only  the  kind  comment  of  my 
friends  but  that  the  ties  of  friendship 
that  have  already  been  established  may 
be  perpetuated  through  the  years. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  full  committee 
yesterday  I  congratulated  the  majority 
on  the  selection  of  the  man  who  is  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Naval  Ap¬ 
propriations.  For  the  benefit  of  the 
House  as  a  whole  I  want  to  repeat  that 
I  believe  the  majority  is  to  be  compli¬ 
mented  in  the  selection  which  was  made 
and  which  brought  to  the  chairmanship 
of  the  committee  the  very  able,  con¬ 
scientious,  and  painstaking  Member 
from  California.  On  behalf  of  the  mi¬ 
nority  members  of  the  subcommittee, 
may  I  express  to  him  and  to  those  on  the 
majority  side  who  joined  with  him,  our 
appreciation  for  the  courtesies  and  kind¬ 
nesses  extended  to  us  at  all  times 
throughout  the  hearings. 

We  do  not  always  agree.  After  all,  it 
is  easy  to  be  friendly  if  we  are  always 
in  agreement.  The  sure  test  of  friend¬ 
ship  is  the  friendship  that  can  persist 
despite  seeming  differences  at  times. 
Out  of  those  differences,  I  believe,  there 
came  compromises  that  have  been  bene¬ 
ficial  not  only  to  the  Naval  Establishment 
but  to  the  country  as  well. 

I  want  to  stop  at  this  time  to  pay  a 
well-deserved  word  of  appreciation  to  the 
clerk  of  the  committee,  Mr.  John  Pugh. 
Some  of  you  may  feel  that  it  is  your  in¬ 
tellectual  approach  to  the  problems  of 
legislating  and  appropriating  which  ulti¬ 
mately  brings  order  out  of  chaos.  May  I 
say  in  a  humble  way,  after  long  years  of 
service,  that  were  it  not  for  the  work  of 
one  John  Pugh,  than  whom  there  is  no 
better  clerk  on  the  hill,  I  can  hardly 
imagine  what  an  appropriation  bill  for 
either  the  Army  or  the  Navy  would  look 
like. 

While  we  are  extending  compliments. 
Admiral  Allen  of  the  Navy  deserves  the 
commendation  of  every  man  who  is  in¬ 
terested  in  the  service  that  the  Navy  pro¬ 
vides.  Admiral  Allen  is  forthright  and 
frank.  There  is  nothing  about  him  of 
the  cunning  which  gives  half-truths  and 
withholds  the  rest.  He  inspires  confi¬ 
dence,  people  believe  in  him,  because 
there  is  about  him  that  fine  trait  of 
character  that  if  he  is  wrong  he  will  ad¬ 
mit  it  and  if  he  does  not  know  he  will 
say  so.  For  myself,  I  found  rare  occa¬ 
sions  when  he  was  either  wrong  or  when 
he  did  not  know.  As  the  budget  officer 
of  the  Navy,  he  renders  an  invaluable 
service. 

No  better  opportunity  could  be  af¬ 
forded  than  the  present  one  to  make 
some  reference  to  the  circumstances  sur¬ 
rounding  the  initiation  of  our  rearma¬ 
ment  program  and  its  intensified  devel¬ 
opment  under  the  pressure  of  our  abrupt 
entry  into  the  war. 

Such  reference  will  throw  some  light 
on  certain  conditions  which  prevail  to¬ 
day  and  which  many  of  us  feel  should  be 
corrected.  You  will  remember  that 
nothing  was  done  of  any  consequence 
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looking  toward  an  expansion  of  our 
armed  forces  so  that  they  would  be  in 
line  with  the  administration’s  course  in 
world  affairs  until  the  collapse  of  Prance. 
Up  to  that  time  little,  if  anything,  had 
been  done  to  adjust  our  domestic  econ¬ 
omy  to  the  rigorous  exactions  which  were 
soon  to  make  their  demands  upon  it. 
Even  that  calamity  failed  to  disturb  those 
in  high  places  who  insisted  that  security 
could  only  be  found  by  an  enforced  scar¬ 
city  of  the  providences  of  God.  Crops 
continued  to  be  curtailed.  Nor  did  it  dis¬ 
turb  those  who  insisted  that  artificial 
stimulation  was  necessary  to  keep  the 
wheels  of  our  domestic  economy  in  mo¬ 
tion.  Made-work  programs  were  con¬ 
tinued. 

As  we  reflect  further  on  the  initia¬ 
tion  of  our  expansion  program  and  the 
demands  that  it  might  make  on  our  do¬ 
mestic  economy,  we  cannot  help  but  be 
impressed  with  the  seeming  reluctance 
of  the  administration  to  disclose  what 
the  program  would  entail.  There 
seemed  to  be  a  studied  effort  to  make 
the  dose  more  palatable  by  giving  it  a 
sugar  coating.  Assurances  were  given 
that  the  women  need  have  no  concern 
about  the  supply  of  cosmetics,  lipsticks, 
and  chocolate  sodas  and  no  one  need 
be  “discomboomerated”  as  a  result  of 
the  rearmament  program.  When  sug¬ 
gestions  were  made  that  the  social  ob¬ 
jectives  of  a  peacetime  world  and  the 
economic  restoratives  prescribed  for  de¬ 
pression  days  should  give  way  to  the 
sterner  demands  of  preparedness,  they 
were  met  by  stubborn  resistance — a  re¬ 
sistance  which  at  times  took  on  a  vitu¬ 
perative  vein. 

The  President  may  have  been  justi¬ 
fied  in  the  spring  of  1940  for  approach¬ 
ing  the  rearmament  program  leisurely 
and  with  an  evident  desire  to  give  it  a 
pleasing  and  attractive  appearance.  He 
may  have  had  in  his  possession  infor¬ 
mation,  not  available  to  the  Congress, 
which  prompted  him  to  resort  to  the 
easy-going  policy  which  he  adopted. 
He  may  have  known  better  than  the 
Congress  the  temper  of  the  people  and 
what  they  were  willing  to  accept  at  that 
time  as  the  necessary  privations  for  pre¬ 
paredness.  It  is  a  debatable  question 
whether  or  not  the  approaching  elec¬ 
tion  influenced  in  any  way  the  decision 
to  prepare  the  program  with  the  least 
amount  of  offense.  The  fact  remains, 
however,  that  the  leisureliness  of  1940, 
aggravated  to  a  large  degree  the  extreme 
pressure  which  prevailed  as  the  choco¬ 
late-soda  phase  of  our  rearmament  gave 
way  to  the  sterner  and  stricter  demands 
of  practical  preparation. 

As  the  time  for  our  actual  entry  into 
the  war  became  shorter,  as  the  time  of 
our  own  needs  for  meeting  force  with 
force  approached,  a  feverish  haste  was 
fanned  into  flames.  Of  necessity  some 
methods  of  procedure  had  to  be  adopted 
to  the  exigencies  which  we  faced  and 
which  exigencies  were  made  the  more 
acute  by  reason  of  our  leisurely  approach 
to  the  problems  of  preparation.  The 
presence  or  absence  of  “discomboomera- 
tion”  meant  nothing  then.  We  could 
brook  no  delay.  Action  was  imperative. 
As  a  result,  huge  appropriations  were 
made  for  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  many 


of  them  carrying  extraordinary  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  and  the  widest  lati¬ 
tude  of  discretion,  with  only  a  hurried 
and  superficial  examination  into  the 
justifications  for  them. 

The  strides  which  we  have  made  since 
then  is  a  most  favorable  reflection  on 
the  resourcefulness  of  a  free  people  to 
meet  the  dangerous  threat  of  tyranny. 
Private  enterprise  assumed  and  con¬ 
tinues  to  discharge  a  tremendous  re¬ 
sponsibility  in  a  noteworthy  way.  The 
Army  has  demonstrated  its  adaptability. 
The  Navy  has  lived  up  to  her  finest  tra¬ 
ditions.  By  and  large,  our  people  have 
shown  a  will  to  work.  We  are  moving, 
moving  surely  and  steadily  toward  a  cer¬ 
tain  victory. 

I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  su¬ 
perficiality  of  examination  which  was  an 
incident  of  tne  pressing  need  for  prompt 
action  when  hostilities  broke  out  should 
now  give  way  to  a  more  thorough  and 
exacting  scrutiny.  Ours  is  the  duty  to 
provide  the  necessary  funds  for  the  ex¬ 
peditious  and  efficient  prosecution  of  the 
war.  And  ours  is  also  the  duty  to  see  to 
it  that  those  funds  are  spent  wisely  and 
well,  and  not  wasted.  I  would  not  be 
misunderstood,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not 
urging  or  even  suggesting  the  disallow¬ 
ance  of  a  single  dollar  that  is  necessary 
for  winning  the  war  quickly,  decisively, 
and  completely.  I  believe  in  economy  in 
government.  I  always  did.  Unlike  some 
of  my  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle,  I  am  not  a  recent  convert  to  this 
faith.  It  did  not  take  the  wastages  of 
war  and  the  costs  of  prosecuting  it  to 
impress  me  with  the  fallacy  of  trying  to 
spend  ourselves  into  prosperity.  I  need 
have  no  remorse  today,  as  some  may  have 
whose  conscience  troubles  them,  because 
of  their  advocacy  of  spendthrift  poli¬ 
cies.  I  opposed  such  policies  when  they 
were  adopted.  And  I  continue  in  my  op¬ 
position  to  them.  But  economy  is  not 
the  primary  objective  in  waging  war. 
The  primary  objective  is  the  winning  of 
the  war — winning  it  decisively  and  com¬ 
pletely — at  a  minimum  loss  of  life. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  the 
duty  to  assure  ourselves  and  the  country 
that  the  money  which  is  appropriated  for 
the  prosecution  of  the  war  is  wisely  and 
well  spent.  That  duty  cannot  be  dis¬ 
charged  faithfully  if  information  is  not 
available  from  which  reasonable  conclu¬ 
sions  can  be  reached  as  to  probable 
needs.  That  duty  cannot  be  discharged 
honestly  if  a  careful  inquiry  is  not  made 
into  the  details  of  the  justification  pre¬ 
sented  to  us.  That  duty  cannot  be  dis¬ 
charged  conscientiously  if  we  are  un¬ 
willing  to  reassume  the  responsibilities 
which  are  ours  and  which  were  sur¬ 
rendered  by  the  last  Congress  under  the 
stress  of  extraordinary  circumstances. 

I  am  supported,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the 
position  which  I  take,  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy.  In  his  appearance  before 
the  committee  he  declared  that  in  his 
speeches  to  the  Navy  council  he  had 
given  instructions  that  “we  have  got  to 
justify  everything  you  ask  for,  and  not¬ 
withstanding  the  fact  that  we  are  in  the 
war,  we  are  no  longer  in  the  early  war 
enthusiasm.”  I  do  not  feel  that  our  en¬ 
thusiasm  is  waning,  but  I  do  believe  that 
the  pressure  of  earlier  days  has  been  re¬ 


lieved  and  that  more  orderly  processes 
can  be  pursued  in  making  appropria¬ 
tions. 

After  the  able  presentation  of  detail 
by  the  distinguished  chairman,  I  feel 
that  addressing  myself  to  those  details 
is  not  necessary.  I  shall  rather  address 
myself  to  what  I  shall  call  the  adminis¬ 
trative  policies  of  the  Navy. 

I  shall  first  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  policy  that  has  developed  in 
the  Navy  and  that  can  be  labeled  the 
employment  of  contract  and  intermit¬ 
tent  employees.  Let  me  direct  your  at¬ 
tention  to  how  this  policy  developed.  In 
the  early  stages  of  the  rearmament  pro¬ 
gram  the  Navy  came  to  the  Congress 
with  the  suggestion  that  it  would  be 
necessary  from  time  to  time  to  employ 
specialists  in  certain  fields,  that  it  would 
be  necessary  for  them  to  call  upon  tech¬ 
nicians  of  one  type  or  another,  so  that 
these  skilled  specialists,  these  techni¬ 
cians,  might  bring  to  the  Navy  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  their  training  and  experience. 

The  matter  of  how  much  compensa¬ 
tion  might  be  paid  to  them  was  a  matter 
of  debate.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  we  ulti¬ 
mately  placed  a  certain  salary  ceiling, 
and  then  in  the  course  of  the  develop¬ 
ment  the  Navy  coined  the  phrase  and 
set  in  motion  the  policy  of  employing 
individuals  on  a  per  diem  basis.  They 
were  supposed  to  come  for  a  day  or  two 
and  then  go.  The  supposition  was  that 
they  would  approach  a  particular  prob¬ 
lem  and  having  directed  attention  to 
that  problem  they  would  go  on  their 
way  and  in  due  time,  if  necessary,  be  re¬ 
called. 

“Intermittent”  means  something  to  me 
and  I  think  it  means  something  to  all 
of  us. 

“Intermittent”  means  from  time  to 
time.  It  is  the  direct  opposite  of  “con¬ 
tinuous.”  An  intermittent  employee  is 
one  who  comes  and  goes.  A  continuous 
employee  is  one  who  stays. 

We  have  discovered  that  intermittency 
has  become  continuity;  that  the  casual, 
occasional  contribution  of  these  techni¬ 
cians  has  become  a  regular,  fixed  habit. 
Whether  they  get  a  small  or  a  large  per 
diem,  they  are  kept  on  the  roll  from  the 
time  of  their  appointment  uninterrupt¬ 
edly.  I  say  that  practice  should  stop.  I 
served  notice  on  the  Department  that  if 
it  did  not  stop,  when  the  regular  supply 
bill  comes  before  the  Committee  on  Ap¬ 
propriations  I  shall  object,  and  strenu¬ 
ously  object,  to  the  appropriation  of  one 
penny  for  the  purpose  of  circumvent¬ 
ing — and  that  is  the  word — circumvent¬ 
ing  the  clear  intention  of  the  Congress  in 
providing  for  these  technicians. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Are  these  spe¬ 
cialists  included  in  the  list  of  absentees 
when  they  are  away  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  DITTER.  As  far  as  we  have  been 
able  to  learn,  they  are  so  delighted  with 
their  tenures  that  they  are  not  inclined 
to  be  absent.  I  will  answer  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  from  New  York  by  saying 
that  if  he  had  a  pleasant  berth,  if  he  had 
a  delightful  surrounding  provided  for 
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him  under  the  most  pleasant  circum¬ 
stances,  the  chances  are  he  would  not 
absent  himself  very  frequently.  No; 
they  are  there  to  stay,  and  they  continue 
uninterruptedly.  They  are  paid  by  the 
day,  so  why  be  absent. 

Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  some  of  these  technicians.  I  am  very 
happy  that  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  graces 
this  occasion  with  his  presence.  I  do  not 
know  whether  or  not  my  distinguished 
friend  happens  to  know  about  one  of  the 
technicians  to  whom  the  attention  of  the 
committee  was  directed. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  May  I  state 
that  the  entire  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  adjourned  a  very  important  hear¬ 
ing  to  come  to  listen  to  the  debate  this 
morning. 

Mr.  DITTER.  May  I  say  to  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  from  Georgia  that  I 
hope  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  supporting 
the  bill  which  prompts  the  attention  and 
the  attendance  of  this  distinguished 
committee. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  It  is.  That 
is  what  we  are  here  for. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  hope  that  when  the 
bill  is  considered  under  the  5-minute 
rule  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
will  have  the  wholehearted  and  unani¬ 
mous  support,  not  only  of  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  from  Georgia  but  of  all 
the  Members  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  could  never  decline  to 
yield  to  my  very  able  friend  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  I 
have  heard  the  gentleman  express  his 
profound  regard  for  the  opinion  of  Ad¬ 
miral  Allen  of  the  Navy’s  budget  section. 
Can  the  gentleman  inform  the  House  as 
to  Admiral  Allen’s  opinion  with  respect 
to  the  need  of  the  Navy  for  these  em¬ 
ployees  of  whom  he  speaks? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  had  supposed  that 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  with  his  long  service  here  and  his 
intimate  knowledge  of  what  the  tradi¬ 
tions  of  the  Navy  require,  would  hardly 
propound  that  question.  After  all,  a 
part  of  naval  tradition,  as  I  understand 
it,  is  that  no  officer,  be  he  warrant  or 
commissioned,  should  presume  to  ques¬ 
tion  what  the  policies  of  the  Secretary’s 
office  may  be.  The  suggestion  almost 
smacks  of  insubordination.  So  I  could 
hardly  imagine  that  the  very  able  budget 
officer  would  presume  to  tell  a  Member 
of  Congress  what  his  opinion  of  these 
technicians  and  specialists  might  be — 
these  intermittent  individuals. 

I  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
one  of  the  specialists  who  is  employed. 
The  Department  provided  us  a  list  of 
these  specialists.  I  am  not  certain 
whether  or  not  it  was  a  complete  list,  but 
in  glancing  through  the  list  my  eye  fas¬ 
tened  itself  upon  the  name  of  Ina.  The 
lady’s  full  name  is  Ina  S.  Lindman.  I 
thought  Ina  was  a  girl,  and  probably 
that  intrigued  me  a  bit.  I  was  curious  to 


know  what  the  girl  technicians  and  spe¬ 
cialists  were  doing.  I  could  see  that 
probably  the  WAVES  might  provide  a 
reason.  But  I  want  to  tell  you  what  Ina 
is  doing.  Bless  your  hearts,  Ina’s  job  as 
a  specialist,  as  a  supertechnician,  as  one 
of  these  intermittents  who  supposedly 
come  in  and  go  out,  these  specialists  who 
are  supposed  to  tell  us  how  Diesel  en¬ 
gines  would  operate  and  what  the 
strength  of  steel  might  be,  and  how  pro¬ 
jectiles  should  be  made — no;  that  is  not 
Ina’s  job.  Ina’s  job  is  to  prepare  palata¬ 
ble  dishes  and  to  edit  the  Navy  cookbook. 

I  ate  with  the  Navy  long  before  Ina 
appeared  on  the  scene.  The  meals  have 
always  been  palatable.  I  have  eaten  at 
shore  stations  and  afloat.  I  have  en¬ 
joyed  the  meals;  whether  they  were 
beans  or  ham.  The  meals  were  pal¬ 
atable.  They  were  nutritive.  They  pro¬ 
vided  a  balanced  diet.  But  we  have 
gone  to  the  point  in  this  abortive  proc¬ 
ess — and  no  other  word  fits  it — in  this 
abortive  process  adopted  down  there  at 
the  other  end  of  the  Avenue  of  taking 
these  specialist  privileges  and  twisting 
them  in  any  fashion. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  May  I  comment  at  this 
point  that  the  gentleman  seems  to  be 
“cooking  on  the  front  burner”  himself 
now. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  take  it  the  gentleman 
intends  a  compliment  and  I  do  appreci¬ 
ate  his  kindness. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  to  my  friend 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  think  the 
gentleman  has  rendered  a  distinguished 
service  to  the  House  in  pointing  out  how 
there  has  been  a  complete  circumventing 
of  the  intent  in  authorizing  specialists  in 
the  Navy.  His  indictment  is  well 
founded.  It  is  a  matter  I  am  frank  to 
say  has  disturbed  me  for  a  long  time. 
We  have,  and  so  has  the  gentleman,  a 
complete  list  of  all  these  people  who  have 
been  employed  as  specialists.  It  never 
was  the  intention  of  Congress  to  classify 
this  group  now  employed  as  specialists. 

The  intention  was  that  the  engineers 
and  the  draftsmen  whom  we  need  in  very 
high,  technical  positions  should  be  em¬ 
ployed.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it,  this 
privilege  has  been  abused,  and  the  in¬ 
dictment  is  well  founded.  The  question 
I  rise  to  propound  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  is,  What  remedy  does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  propose? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  suggest  two  things. 
I  suggest  first  that  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs  under  the  able  leadership 
of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Georgia  should  direct  its  attention  to  the 
problem  so  that  legislation  might  be 
brought  here  limiting  the  privileges  of 
those  who  presently  are  chargeable  with 
the  indictment  I  have  framed. 

If  that  will  not  correct  the  condition, 
let  us  put  a  limitation  in  the  regular 
Department  appropriation  bill  when  it 
comes  up. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Yes. 


Mr.  DITTER.  And  provide  that  any 
money  provided  for  in  that  bill  should 
not  be  used  for  an  abortion  of  the  clear 
intent  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Now,  in  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  limitation:  Is  it  not  true 
that  the  Navy  Department’s  justification 
for  doing  this — in  my  judgment,  it  is  not 
a  justification — but  did  the  gentleman 
not  find  they  justified  their  position  be¬ 
cause  the  Appropriations  Committee  had 
a  limitation  of  $5,000  as  the  top  sum? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  am  glad  the  gentle¬ 
man  brought  that  up;  I  do  not  agree 
with  it. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Is  not  that 
the  Navy  Department’s  position? 

Mr.  DITTER.  That  is  the  Navy’s  posi¬ 
tion;  yes;  the  gentleman  is  quite  right. 
But  the  Navy  finds  itself  in  this  very 
unfortunate  position.  After  it  advanced 
this  argument  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee  it  compared  Navy  salaries 
with  other  Government  salaries.  The 
Navy  suggested  that  these  top  salaries 
be  compared  with  the  top  salaries  of 
some  of  the  other  agencies  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

That  is  a  bad  argument  to  advance  at 
this  time  when  the  country  as  a  whole 
feels  that  economy  should  be  the  order. 
To  suggest  that  what  the  O.  P.  A.’ers  are 
getting  or  some  of  the  rest  of  the  alpha¬ 
betical  jugglers  and  trapeze  artists  are 
receiving  should  be  the  basis  upon  which 
salaries  in  the  Navy  Department  should 
be  paid  is  not  convincing. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Missouri.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Missouri.  In  regard 
to  the  economies  to  which  the  gentle¬ 
man  referred,  am  I  to  understand  from 
his  remarks  that  the  Navy  is  to  publish 
a  cookbook  in  competition  with  Aunt 
Sally’s  Recipe  Book,  issued  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture? 

Mr.  DITTER.  No;  I  do  not  believe  so. 
I  do  not  believe  they  will  do  that.  They 
possibly  want  to  get  out  a  new  cookbook 
for  the  use  of  the  Navy.  They  have  a 
good  Navy  cookbook  now  and  I  doubt 
if  any  “Inas”  can  improve  on  it  very 
much. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  to  my  friend 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Is  the  gen¬ 
tleman  in  position  to  tell  us  the  per  diem 
pay  of  this  specialist? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  think  she  is  paid  $12. 
I  do  not  know  whether  she  is  on  a  48- 
hour-week  basis  or  not.  I  do  not  know 
how  long  she  has  been  busy  preparing  or 
editing  this  cookbook  or  the  time  it  will 
take  to  reach  a  final  conclusion  as  to  the 
sort  of  palatability  desired.  I  am  not 
certain  on  that  score.  But  at  least  she  is 
here;  for  how  long,  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  She  is  on  the 
pay  roll  somewhere  between  $5.20  and 
$25  per  day? 

Mr.  DITTER.  Well,  she  is  betwixt  and 
between.  Maybe  ultimately  she  will 
come  to  the  $25  level. 

Now  let  us  pass  the  matter  of  special¬ 
ists  for  the  moment.  I  want  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  situation 
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which  I  think  is  slightly  embarrassing. 
My  very  able  chairman  has  already  re¬ 
ferred  to  a  contract  entered  into  by  the 
Government  and  related  to  oil  deposits 
in  California.  The  committee  saw  fit  to 
delete  from  this  bill  the  amount  that  was 
to  be  provided  for  that  purpose. 

I  am  not  necessarily,  at  the  present 
time,  taking  violent  exception  to  the  ac¬ 
tion  of  the  committee,  but  I  am  pointing 
out  what  I  believe  to  be  a  rather  danger¬ 
ous  situation.  I  want  to  direct  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the 
committee  was  not  satisfied  that  the 
rights  of  the  Government  were  protected 
under  the  terms  of  the  contract. 

I  have  here  a  photostatic  copy  of  that 
contract.  I  find  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  has  entered  into  the  contract  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  I  find  something  more;  I  find 
that  the  contract  has  been  approved  by 
the  President  and  that  the  contract  bears 
the  signature  of  the  President. 

What  are  we  to  infer?  I  have  no  in¬ 
terest  in  the  parties  to  the  contract,  but  I 
do  believe  that  it  is  a  loose  practice,  that 
it  is  a  practice  that  should  be  correced. 

The  careful,  painstaking,  conscientious 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  is  not  convinced  as  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  and  terms  of  this  contract.  He 
does  not  feel  warranted  in  appropriating 
money  for  it.  Nevertheless  the  execu¬ 
tive  branch  of  the  Government  saw  fit 
to  enter  into  the  contract  and  binds 
by  contractual  obligation  the  United 
States,  as  evidenced  by  the  signature  ap¬ 
proving  the  contract.  It  is  time  that  we 
put  our  house  in  order.  Approval  should 
not  be  given  as  a  perfunctory  matter. 

The  executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  chargeable  with  the  same  de¬ 
gree  of  care  in  approving  contracts  as 
that  exercised  by  this  committee.  Con¬ 
tractual  obligations  should  not  be  light¬ 
ly  entered  into  or  approved. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion  with  reference  to  naval  oil  reserves? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  do  not  care  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  contract. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Is  the  point 
the  gentleman  raises  that  of  whether 
there  is  legal  authority  to  justify  the 
action? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  am  not  questioning 
the  legal  authority.  I  submit  there 
should  have  been  legal  authority  before 
this  contract  was  entered  into  which 
would  satisfy  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
and  which  would  satisfy  the  President 
that  the  rights  of  the  Government  were 
protected.  And  further,  I  contend  that 
the  contract  should  not  have  been  en¬ 
tered  into  or  approved  unless  there  was 
such  legal  authority  provided  in  advance 
of  the  execution  of  the  contract. 

I  make  the  point  that  contracts  should 
not  be  entered  into  unless  there  is 
enough  at  hand  in  the  way  of  legal  in¬ 
terpretation  to  satisfy  those  who  enter 
into  those  contracts  that  the  rights  of 
the  Government  have  been  protected. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Does  the 
gentleman  by  that  statement  mean  to 
convey  to  the  House  that  there  is  doubt 
in  his  mind  as  to  the  legality  of  the  con¬ 
tract? 


Mr.  DITTER.  Did  the  gentleman  fol¬ 
low  me?  I  believe  the  gentleman  is  try¬ 
ing  to  place  me  in  an  awkward  position. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  am  trying 
to  get  the  matter  straight. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  very  definitely  said 
that  the  issue  which  I  was  raising  was 
that  contracts  should  not  be  entered  into 
unless  all  doubts  were  removed.  There 
should  be  nothing  which  would  permit 
of  a  lingering  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the 
able  chairman  of  our  committee. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  the  gen¬ 
tleman  reaches  that  conclusion,  we  are 
forced  to  conclude  that  the  gentleman 
from  California  shall  be  confined  by  his 
position  as  to  all  kinds  of  contracts  that 
the  Secretary  makes. 

Mr.  DITTER.  No;  hardly.  May  I 
suggest  that  entirely  unlike  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend  from  Georgia,  I  do  not 
feel  that  my  friend  from  California  is  at 
all  ambitious.  I  might  tell  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  from  Georgia  that  at  the 
present  time  he  enjoys  a  rather  unusual 
privilege.  He  and  his  committee  are  the 
final  arbiters  to  determine  whether  real 
estate  shall  be  bought  by  the  Navy  or 
not. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Not  alto¬ 
gether,  if  the  gentleman  will  permit. 

Mr.  DITTER.  We  will  not  discuss 
that.  My  friend  from  California  is  not 
presumptuous.  I  believe  he  is  careful 
and  cautious.  He  has  not  tried  to  set 
himself  up  as  an  arbiter.  I  insist,  how¬ 
ever,  that  if  there  was  sufficient  doubt 
to  warrant  the  chairman  in  taking  the 
course  which  he  did,  the  contract  should 
not  have  been  approved  in  the  first 
place. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  No;  I  cannot  yield  at 
this  time,  but  I  will  in  a  moment.  I 
want  now  to  say  a  word  about  the  train¬ 
ing  program.  I  think  the  training  pro¬ 
gram  is  one  of  the  finest  things  that  has 
been  projected  by  the  Navy.  Faced  as 
it  was  with  many  difficulties,  the  Navy 
adjusted  itself,  and  a  large  part  of  the 
credit  for  the  adjustments  that  were 
made  is  due  to  Admiral  Jacobs.  He  had 
the  nucleus,  and  from  that  nucleus  he 
has  built  wisely  and  well.  His  program 
provides  for  the  training  of  enlisted  men 
and  commissioned  officers. 

The  college  training  program,  the  avi¬ 
ation  program,  the  basic-training  pro¬ 
gram — all  of  them  have  been  integrated 
and  fitted  together.  I  believe  that  it 
deserves  the  commendation  of  the  House 
and  its  fullest  support.  The  training 
program  contemplates  a  broad,  compre¬ 
hensive  program  which  will  utilize  the 
available  resources  of  manpower  to  the 
best  advantage  for  the  needs  of  the  Navy. 
It  takes  into  account  the  needs  and  the 
best  methods  of  meeting  those  needs. 

I  regret  that  the  committee  saw  fit  to 
delete  a  certain  small  item  from  the 
training  program.  I  refer  to  the  appro¬ 
priation  for  Great  Lakes.  Enlisted  per¬ 
sonnel  should  not  be  used  for  work  which 
civilians  could  do.  By  disallowing  cer¬ 
tain  sums  for  the  Great  Lakes  Training 
Station,  enlisted  men  will  have  to  be  used 
for  civilian  tasks.  We  should  provide 
funds  to  make  this  practice  unnecessary. 


I  now  direct  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  Uncle  Sam  is  realtor 
No.  1.  He  is  the  largest  owner  of  real 
estate  in  the  world.  We  have  gone  into 
the  real-estate  business.  We  have 
bought  real  estate  everywhere. 

Somebody  said  that  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs  Commit¬ 
tee  was  so  humble  that  he  rejected  a 
project  in  his  district.  Maybe  he  re¬ 
jected  it  because  of  the  WAVES  that 
were  coming.  I  can  hardly  think  of  any 
other  reason.  He  is  unique  in  this  re¬ 
spect.  He  is  certainly  a  most  unusual 
exception. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  Let  me  finish.  I  say 
the  time  has  come  when  the  real-estate 
acquisitions  should  be  stopped.  Despite 
what  the  House  did  by  its  vote  a  few 
days  ago,  I  question  the  wisdom  of  giv¬ 
ing  to  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee  of 
the  House  the  final  jurisdiction  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  more  real  estate  should 
be  bought  for  naval  purposes.  I  am 
concerned  about  the  ends  to  which  .the 
policies  might  reach.  I  have  perfect 
confidence  in  the  members  of  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee.  I  believe  they  will 
discharge  faithfully  the  responsibilities 
they  have  assumed.  I  would  not  want 
the  responsibility.  As  I  understand  it, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  if  he  con¬ 
templates  the  purchase  of  real  estate, 
need  only  report  to  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  Yes. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  It  is  the 
gentleman’s  thought  that  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment  should  be  required  to  obtain 
congressional  approval  for  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  any  parcel  of  real  estate,  no  mat¬ 
ter  how  small? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  think  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment  ought  to  be  guided  by  Admiral 
Moreell’s  statement  to  this  committee 
when  he  said  in  no  uncertain  terms  that 
the  peak  of  shore-facility  production  has 
passed.  That  means  the  acquisition  of 
real  estate.  I  am  not  concerned  about 
the  acquisitions  beyond  the  continental 
limits  of  the  United  States.  Strategy 
may  require,  war  needs  may  require,  such 
acquisitions.  It  is  my  firm  conviction 
that  the  practice  of  purchasing  real 
estate  on  the  scale  that  the  Navy  has  in 
the  past,  should  be  stopped.  The  Army 
and  Navy  have  bought  acreage  equiva¬ 
lent  to  the  acreage  of  all  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  States.  The  Bureau  of  Yards  and 
Docks  has  become  a  colossal  agency  in 
itself  as  a  result  of  this  shore-station  ex¬ 
pansion.  It  is  high  time  we  emphasized 
fighting  rather  than  fence  building. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  am  not  only  going  to 
agree  with  the  gentleman  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  quit  acquiring  real  es¬ 
tate  but  when  the  gentleman  was  dis¬ 
cussing  the  contract  which  he  had  on  the 
desk  a  while  ago  I  think  he  made  a  state¬ 
ment  that  he  did  not  intend  to  make. 
That  was  to  this  effect,  that  he  has  no 
interest  whatsoever  in  the  contract  or 
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any  of  the  parties  to  the  contract,  which 
I  assume  he  meant  applied  particularly 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  and  to  the 
President.  Now,  the  Government  is  a 
beneficiary  of  the  contract,  and  I  am 
sure  the  gentleman  is  looking  out  for  the 
Government. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  meant  I  had  no  in¬ 
terest  in  the  petroleum  company,  the 
Standard  Oil  Co.  of  New  Jersey,  or  any 
other.  I  need  make  no  profession  of  my 
interest  in  or  my  concern  for  my  own 
Government.  I  shall  let  my  record  stand 
on  that  score.  I  shall  make  no  profes¬ 
sion  with  reference  to  my  interest  in 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  welfare  of  my 
own  country.  I  do  emphatically  say 
that  I  represent  no  private  interest  that 
may  profit  from  the  contract.  I  have 
but  one  interest  at  heart — the  interest 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  MICHENER.  I  am  wondering  if 
the  gentleman  is  not  attributing  to  the 
Naval  Affairs  Committee  authority  which 
it  does  not  possess  by  reason  of  the  legis¬ 
lation  passed  within  the  last  few  days,  to 
which  he  has  referred,  because  that  leg¬ 
islation  simply  provides  that  the  Navy 
Department  shall  report  to  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  before  it  makes  a  pur¬ 
chase  of  real  estate.  It  is  not  stopped 
from  purchasing  real  estate,  and  the 
only  way  it  could  be  stopped  from  pur¬ 
chasing  is  for  the  Naval  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  to  bring  in  legislation  and  the 
House  would  then  pass  upon  the  matter. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Well,  I  question 
whether  the  gentleman’s  interpretation 
is  correct.  I  think  he  is  in  error.  I  re¬ 
member  the  bill.  I  do  not  intend  to  en¬ 
ter  into  a  discussion  of  that  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan  is  not  as  convinc¬ 
ing  as  the  chairman  of  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  might  be  on  this  point. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield  there? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  no  further. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  gentle¬ 
man  has  all  the  time  he  wants. 

Mr.  DITTER.  No,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  will  ask 
my  distinguished  friend  to  give  him  a 
minute  to  answer  a  question. 

The  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Michener],  has  correctly  stated  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  amendment  which  was  passed 
and  which  I  discussed  with  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  DITTER.  The  effect  of  *  an 
amendment  and  its  practical  operation 
are  two  vastly  different  things.  The 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  offered 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  a  techni¬ 
cality.  Let  us  see  how  the  operation  will 
take  place. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  am  not 
hiding  behind  any  technicality.  It  op¬ 
erates  just  exactly  as  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Sheppard]  stated  a  few 
moments  ago. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Now,  I  am  performing 
this  operation  and  I  will  let  the  gentle¬ 
man,  if  he  cares  to,  take  on  the  job  of 
sewing  up  the  patient. 


This  is  how  it  operates:  The  Navy 
comes  and  reports  to  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  its  intention  to  purchase  real 
estate.  If  the  Naval  Affairs  Committee 
says  “Yes,”  the  Navy  proceeds  to  acquire 
the  ground.  Then  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Georgia  comes  here.  A  finer 
technician,  a  more  capable  draftsman,  a 
better  mariner  for  legislative  procedure 
cannot  be  found  in  the  House  than  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Georgia. 
And  so,  passing  over  any  of  the  rocks  and 
reefs  of  the  technicalities  suggested  by 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Michener],  my  friend  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson]  steers  the  boat  through, 
and  what  he  approves  the  House  ac¬ 
cepts. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Including 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  cannot  yield  further. 
I  do  want  to  get  on. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  will 
get  the  gentleman  some  time. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Of  course,  I  cannot  but 
help  yield  to  my  distinguished  friend 
from  Virginia. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  appre¬ 
ciate  the  gentleman’s  kindness  in  yield¬ 
ing  to  me. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  be  kind. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  think 
the  gentleman,  in  his  eloquent  and  hon¬ 
eyed  phrases,  in  heaping  tribute  on  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson], 
shields  a  rather  unfair  insinuation. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  hope  that  I  was  not 
unfair. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Well,  I 
think  the  gentleman  was. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  would  not  be  unfair  to 
my  friend  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  I  do  not 
think  you  would,  but  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  has  been. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  withdraw  any  infer¬ 
ence  or  innuendo  that  might  have  about 
it  the  construction  of  unfairness.  I  do 
want  to  compliment  the  gentleman  as 
a  mariner. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Because  the 
gentleman  always  follows  the  mariner. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  15  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia. 

Mr.  WOODRUM  of  Virginia.  Here  is 
the  point  I  wanted  to  make,  and  I  think 
the  gentleman  and  I  will  be  in  agree¬ 
ment  on  this.  The  gentleman  has  paid 
high  tribute  to  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  a  deserved  tribute,  as  perhaps 
knowing  more  about  naval  affairs,  the 
needs  of  the  Navy,  what  they  should 
have  and  what  they  should  not  have, 
than  any  Member  of  the  House,  flanked 
on  each  side  as  he  is  by  the  majority 
members  and  the  distinguished  minority 
members.  I  do  not  think  we  should  as¬ 
sume  at  all  that  because  the  gentleman 
I  is  a  good  technician  that  he  would  come 


in  here  for  an  instant,  as  the  gentleman 
has  insinuated,  and  get  anything  for 
the  Navy  that  they  ought  not  to  have. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  take  violent  exception 
to  the  interpretation  that  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  has  attempted  to  place  on 
my  remarks.  There  was  no  insinuation 
that  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  would 
get  anything  that  the  Navy  should  not 
have.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  is 
enthusiastic  for  the  needs  of  the  Navy. 
The  Navy  feels  it  needs  certain  things. 
It  convinces  the  chairman  of  Naval  Af¬ 
fairs.  He  is  honestly  persuaded  of  the 
needs.  I  inferred  in  no  way  that  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  got  anything 
for  the  Navy  which  it  should  not  have. 
I  resent  the  effort  made  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  to  draw  inferences 
which  are  groundless  and  unfounded. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  address  myself  at  this 
time  to  a  phase  of  the  war  effort  which 
has  caused  me  much  concern.  I  ap¬ 
proach  the  subject  with  reluctance.  I 
regret  that  I  feel  called  upon  to  refer  to 
it.  I  wish  it  were  not  necessary  to  ques¬ 
tion  the  indiscretion.  I  was  shocked  a 
week  ago  when  my  attention  was  directed 
to  the  March  issue  of  a  certain  magazine, 
carrying  an  article  by  the  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States.  The  article  was 
entitled  “What  We  Will  Get  Out  of  the 
War.”  I  want  to  read  to  you  one  state¬ 
ment  from  that  article.  In  directing 
your  attention  to  this  statement,  may  I 
emphasize  the  thought  that  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  the  Vice  President  is  chargeable  with 
the  greatest  possible  degree  of  care  in 
making  public  utterances.  The  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

The  war  with  all  its  hardship  and  pain  has 
brought  one  blessing:  it  is  providing  a  job 
for  everybody  who  wants  a  job. 

Let  me  reread  that  statement  to  you 
so  that  you  may  get  the  full  significance 
of  it. 

The  war  with  all  its  hardship  and  pain  has 
brought  one  blessing:  it  is  providing  a  job 
for  everybody  who  wants  a  job. 

As  you  reflect  upon  that  I  want  you  to 
think  of  the  homes  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  this  land;  I  want 
you  to  think  of  the  homes  where  there 
are  mothers  tormented  and  tortured  by 
the  one  thing  that  is  the  hardest  thing 
for  folks  to  bear,  and  that  is  waiting,  just 
waiting  and  wondering  about  their  boys. 
I  want  you  to  think  of  that  mother  who 
sees  a  bit  of  a  toy,  probably  a  bat  or  a 
ball,  to  remind  her  of  that  boy  who  is 
gone.  Ask  her  about  a  blessing  in  the 
way  of  a  job  for  someone  as  she  worries 
about  her  boy,  buffeted  by  the  storms  of 
the  high  seas,  lashed  by  the  winds  of  that 
storm,  aboard  a  ship  dodging  a  treacher¬ 
ous  submarine. 

Ask  the  mothers  as  they  bow  on 
bended  knee  beside  the  empty  cot  of  a 
boy,  pouring  out  their  hearts  in  suppli¬ 
cation  to  heaven  for  protection  for  that 
boy,  whether  the  blessing  of  a  job  for 
someone  means  anything  to  them.  Ask 
these  mothers  what  solace  or  comfort  to 
them  in  their  hours  of  longing  is  brought 
by  the  suggestion  that  the  surety  of  a  job 
is  a  blessing.  Ask  these  mothers 
whether  this  suggested  blessing  will 
mean  anything  to  them  to  ease  their 
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anguish  or  their  pain.  Ask  these 
mothers  as  they  listen  to  the  long  tick- 
tock,  tick-tock  of  the  hours  of  the  day 
and  night  of  separation  what  they  think 
of  this  blessing. 

Have  we  come  to  that  point  where  we 
are  so  impervious  to  heart  throbs  that 
jobs — providing  jobs — can  be  counted  as 
a  blessing,  when  the  loss  of  loved  ones 
pays  the  price  of  these  blessings?  Pro¬ 
viding  a  job  at  the  price  of  heart  throbs. 
I  care  not  what  others  may  think.  I 
deplore  that  the  Vice  President  has  seen 
fit  to  suggest  that  our  economic  struc¬ 
ture,  this  matter  of  making  jobs,  de¬ 
pends  on  the  making  of  war. 

We  are  in  this  war  and  we  are  going 
to  win  this  war;  we  are  not  going  to  win 
it  by  a  dependency  upon  a  philosophy 
that  satisfies  itself  by  saying  that  a  bless¬ 
ing  of  the  war  is  the  making  of  jobs.  We 
are  going  to  win  it  because  of  the  hardi¬ 
hood,  because  of  the  unquailing  cour¬ 
age — yes,  because  of  the  unfaltering 
faith — of  free  men  that  our  way  of  life 
is  worthy  of  the  sacrifice  which  heroes 
are  making. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  deeply  re¬ 
gret  that  the  Vice  President  fell  into 
the  grievous  error  of  referring  to  jobs  as 
a  blessing  of  the  war.  I  regret  that  he 
permitted  his  enthusiasm  for  social  ob¬ 
jectives  to  carry  him  to  the  lengths  that 
it  did.  Our  people  are  enduring  hard¬ 
ships  and  privations  because  of  their 
faith,  because  of  their  spirit.  Men  are 
willing  to  suffer  because  of  a  confidence 
in  spiritual  values,  not  because  of  mate¬ 
rial  worths.  Jobs  mean  nothing  to  men 
who  are  called  upon  to  make  the  supreme 
sacrifice.  Nor  do  they  mean  anything 
to  those  who  suffer  by  separation  as  a 
result  of  this  supreme  sacrifice.  Mate¬ 
rial  things  mean  nothing  when  we  pass 
through  the  valley  of  the  shadow  of 
death.  Search  your  hearts  today.  Will 
jobs  mean  anything  to  the  men  who  are 
forever  deprived  of  the  joy  of  seeing  a 
sunrise  or  of  hearing  the  laughter  of  a 
child?  Will  jobs  mean  anything  to  the 
men  who  are  robbed  of  their  reason  by 
the  shock  of  shrieking  shells?  I  believe 
the  Vice  President  himself  on  reflection 
will  hesitate  to  evaluate  tears  and  toil 
and  sweat  and  blood  in  terms  of  mate¬ 
rial  advantage.  The  suggestion  strikes 
at  the  very  soul  life  of  the  Nation — the 
soul  life  without  which  sacrifice  would 
have  no  purpose  and  suffering  no  mean¬ 
ing. 

The  war  which  we  wage  today — the 
war  which  we  will  win  is  a  war  to  de¬ 
fend  a  priceless  heritage — the  heritage 
of  freemen — the  heritage  which  is  ours 
because  of  the  dedication  of  those  who 
have  gone  before  us,  those  who  have  in¬ 
spired  and  challenged  us  to  serve,  to  suf¬ 
fer,  and  to  sacrifice. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 

yields  back  2  minutes. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  RamspeckL 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
there  are  two  minorities  in  this  country 
relative  to  the  subject  I  want  to  discuss 
briefly  this  afternoon,  neither  of  which 
I  expect  will  approve  of  much  of  what  I 
have  to  say.  I  want  to  discuss  for  a  few 
minutes  the  question  of  labor  relations. 


There  exists  a  minority  in  this  country 
which  believes  that  labor  can  do  nothing 
wrong.  There  is  likewise  a  minority  in 
this  country  which  believes  that  labor 
can  do  nothing  right.  In  fact,  some  of 
them  believe  that  they  have  no  right  to 
exist.  I  am  not  concerned  with  either  of 
these  minorities,  but  am  intensely  con¬ 
cerned  with  some  of  the  problems  which, 
it  seems  to  me,  will  face  this  Congress  in 
the  next  30  to  60  days. 

Within  a  few  days  negotiations  will 
begin  with  reference  to  the  contract 
which  expires  in  the  coal  industry,  the 
expiration  date  of  which  I  believe  is  the 
last  of  this  month.  If  we  have  a  stop¬ 
page  of  work  in  the  coal  mines  of  this 
country,  it  will  involve  the  entire  pro¬ 
duction  facilities  of  our  war  effort,  or 
certainly  a  major  part  of  it.  We  are 
having  some  difficulties  in  the  aircraft 
industry  over  wage  adjustments.  We 
have  a  wage  case  going  on  now  in  the 
railroad  industry.  Both  of  these  have 
an  effect  on  the  question  of  inflation 
control. 

We  have  growing  up  in  this  country, 
right  at  this  moment,  a  hysterical  build¬ 
up  over  the  question  of  absenteeism  and 
threats  to  deal  with  that  subject  by  the 
use  of  a  “meat  ax”  instead  of  finding  out 
what  the  real  causes  are.  Frankly,  I  do 
not  know  what  the  real  causes  of  ab¬ 
senteeism  may  be.  I  have  read  some 
things  about  it,  I  have  some  ideas  which 
I  have  formed  from  what  I  have  read, 
but  I  doubt  seriously  whether  anybody 
has  made  a  comprehensive  study  yet  of 
this  problem,  which  apparently  has  come 
to  be  the  greatest  problem  in  connection 
with  our  war  production. 

It  is  for  these  reasons  that  I  suggested 
in  a  letter  written  to  the  chairman  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Labor,  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentlewoman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mrs.  Norton],  that  that  com¬ 
mittee  undertake  at  once  a  thorough, 
searching,  and  painstaking  factual  sur¬ 
vey  of  the  entire  field  of  labor  relations. 
I  think  it  has  been  too  long  postponed. 
I  know  that  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph]  has  recently 
voiced  similar  opinions  on  the  floor.  I 
have  discussed  the  matter  with  some 
other  Members  of  the  House,  and  I  feel 
that  we  should  undertake  this  investiga¬ 
tion  immediately  and  bring  the  facts  to 
this  House,  because  it  is  my  judgment 
that  within  30  to  60  days  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  may  be  faced  with  the 
necessity  of  legislating  in  this  field. 
Certainly  we  ought  to  have  the  facts 
available  to  us  and  the  public  is  entitled 
to  have  those  facts.  I  think  most  of 
the  membership  of  this  House  feels  as  I 
do,  that  in  any  question  involving  pro¬ 
duction  for  our  war  effort,  no  matter 
where  the  acts  of  Congress  may  strike, 
we  must  keep  our  factories  turning  and 
we  must  not  permit  any  stoppage  of 
work  that  interferes  with  that. 

In  connection  with  this  question  of 
absenteeism  which  is  being  built  into  a 
hysterical  question  today,  one  of  our  dis¬ 
tinguished  committees  of  the  House  is 
considering  a  bill  that  they  call  a  work- 
or-fight  bill.  Perhaps  it  may  be  all  right 
as  far  as  it  goes.  I  have  not  read  it. 
Certainly  I  am  opposed  to  absenteeism, 
as  I  know  you  are,  but  I  point  out  the  fact 


that  threatening  to  draft  men  into  the 
Army  is  not  an  answer  to  this  question. 
I  point  out  the  fact  to  you  that  it  prob¬ 
ably  could  not  reach  25  percent  of  the 
cases  that  exist  because  we  have  em¬ 
ployed  in  these  production  places  older 
men  and  women  today  who  cannot  be 
reached  by  that  method.  Writers  in 
whom  I  have  confidence  say  that  many 
other  causes  exist  for  absenteeism  than 
simply  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  worker 
to  be  absent.  I  do  not  know  what  all 
the  facts  are  but  I  think  we  should  find 
out. 

Mr.  MAY.  Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  would  like  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  as  the  result  of  the  stud¬ 
ies  made  by  the  House  Military  Affairs 
Committee  of  the  manpower  problem 
generally,  it  is  disclosed  that  there  are 
only  about  20  percent  of  the  workers  in 
any  factory  who  are  within  draft  age  and 
that  would  be  affected  by  the  work-or- 
fight  provision.  The  other  80  percent 
are  not  affected. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kentucky  for  that  informa¬ 
tion.  It  verifies  an  opinion  I  had 
formed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  may 
say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  am  sure 
every  Member  of  this  House  appreci¬ 
ates  the  observations  and  constructive 
suggestions  being  made  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Georgia,  one 
of  the  ablest  Members  of  this  body. 
May  I  also  add  that  the  country  knows 
there  is  no  better  friend  of  labor  in  either 
House  of  Congress  than  is  the  gentle¬ 
man.  I  have  been  delighted  to  work 
with  him  and  vote  with  him  on  matters 
affecting  the  welfare  and  protecting  the 
interests  of  laboring  men  and  women. 
Let  me  add  that  I  am  also  pleased  to 
know  that  he  has  written  a  letter  to  the 
chairman  of  the  Labor  Committee  urg¬ 
ing  that  a  full  and  fair  investigation  of 
this  very  distressing  question  of  absen¬ 
teeism  be  made.  I  am  sure  that  the 
Members  of  this  body,  as  well  as  the 
fathers  and  mothers  of  sons  in  the  armed 
forces,  will  be  glad  to  know  that  such 
an  investigation  will  be  made  and  I  am 
sure  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  who 
is  a  member  of  that  committee,  will  give 
it  his  very  careful  and  unbiased  con¬ 
sideration. 

Let  me  call  the  gentleman’s  attention 
to  the  fact,  however,  that  absenteeism 
in  the  various  industries  of  the  country 
is  by  no  means  a  hysterical  matter  built 
up  by  somebody  but  is  a  shocking  reality, 
when  we  take  into  consideration  that  in 
the  shipbuilding  industry  alone  there 
has  been  enough  absenteeism  to  build 
42  merchant  ships  and  that  in  the  air¬ 
plane  industry  the  man-hours  lost  would 
build  4,004  bombers.  Of  course,  a  vast 
majority  of  the  workers  in  industry  are 
loyal,  sincere  patriotic  men  and  women. 
Nevertheless  these  figures  of  losses  are 
tremendous  and  cannot  be  passed  over 
lightly  as  hysterical. 
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Mr.  RAMSPECK.  The  gentleman  is 
known  by  those  having  served  with  him 
here  as  a  true  friend  of  labor  and  of  all 
people  who  work.  Let  me  say  to  him 
that  if  he  understood  me  to  say  that  this 
is  a  hysterical  question  he  misunderstood 
me.  I  realize  that  it  is  a  very  serious 
problem,  that  it  has  reached  serious  pro¬ 
portions,  and  that  hysteria  is  being  built 
up  about  this  serious  problem  which  may 
result  in  forcing  Congress  to  deal  with  it 
with  a  meat  ax  instead  of  in  a  skillful, 
competent  manner.  We  have  to  find  out 
what  is  causing  it,  just  as  Great  Britain 
has-  done  and  just  as  some  management 
people  in  industry  in  this  country  have 
done  in  particular  places,  and  not  under¬ 
take  to  deal  with  it  without  knowledge 
and  without  skill  and  without  informa¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  May  I 
say  to  the  gentleman,  if  he  will  yield 
further,  that  I  agree  with  him,  and  I  am 
delighted  to  know  that  the  gentleman  is 
interesting  himself  in  this  very  impor¬ 
tant  matter,  but  I  do  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  there  is  approximately  10 
percent  of  the  people  working  in  the 
various  war  industries  of  the  country 
absenting  themselves  voluntarily  or  oth¬ 
erwise  and  that  a  vast  majority  of  those 
who  are  absenting  themselves  from  work 
do  so  on  either  Saturdays  or  Mondays. 
Again,  let  me  say  that  a  vast  majority 
of  workers  are  loyal  to  their  tasks,  but  I 
have  many  letters  from  workers  them¬ 
selves  strongly  indicating  that  too  many 
workers  actually  have  hang-overs  from 
the  night  before. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  realize  that  what 
the  gentleman  says  is  what  has  been  re¬ 
ported  in  the  press.  I  do  not  know,  and 
I  doubt  whether  any  gentleman  on  this 
floor  knows  whether  those  reports  are 
based  upon  fact  or  information.  I  think 
we  should  find  out  the  facts.  We  should 
not  make  the  mistake,  Mr.  Chairman,  of 
dealing  with  this  thing  until  we  do  have 
the  facts 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  The  gentleman  spoke 
earlier  in  his  address  about  attempting 
to  stabilize  wages. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  the  gentleman  5  additional  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  Does  the  gentleman 
think  that  if  the  ceiling  or  the  top  is 
blown  off  farm  prices  and  food  prices,  as 
it  is  threatened  to  be  at  the  present  time, 
there  is  any  chance  of  keeping  wages 
anywhere  in  line  and  preventing  in¬ 
flation? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  would  not  like  to 
get  into  a  discussion  of  that  here  this 
afternoon.  We  have  to  deal  with  the 
whole  price  question  as  one  problem. 
You  cannot  let  one  part  go  up  and  the 
other  stay  down.  You  have  to  deal  with 
it  as  a  whole  problem,  and  I  do  not  feel 
competent  to  discuss  that  question  now. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  Will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi. 


Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  As  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  I  believe  the 
House  would  be  interested  to  know  just 
what  hearings  and  just  what  investi¬ 
gations  the  Committee  on  Labor  is  now 
making  and  has  been  making  toward  a 
solution  of  the  problems  to  which  the 
gentleman  has  referred. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  The  gentleman  evi¬ 
dently  did  not  hear  all  that  I  said,  be¬ 
cause  I  started  by  saying  I  had  written  a 
letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
urging  that  this  investigation  be  made. 

Mr.  WHITTINGTON.  I  did  hear  what 
the  gentleman  said,  but  the  fact  remains 
that  the  Committee  on  Labor  has  done 
nothing  this  session  up  to  this  time. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  agree  with  ihe 
gentleman,  and  I  think  that  is  unfortu¬ 
nate.  It  is  due,  in  part  at  least,  to  the 
illness  of  the  chairman,  which  we  all 
regret. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  If  the  gen¬ 
tleman  will  yield,  may  I  say  to  my  col¬ 
league  from  Georgia  that  last  week  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  started  an 
investigation  and  hearing  on  the  subject 
of  unauthorized  absenteeism,  and  on 
Wednesday  of  this  week  we  started  a 
hearing  dealing  with  the  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  the  War  Department,  and  the 
Navy  Department  on  the  whole  phase  of 
this  subject  matter.  We  have  had  Ad¬ 
miral  Land  before  us,  who  this  morning 
testified  that  unwarranted  and  unau¬ 
thorized  and  illegal  absenteeism  in  the 
last  year  had  prohibited  the  construction 
of  100  Liberty  ships,  and  that  all  absen¬ 
teeism  has  had  the  effect  of  prohibiting 
the  construction  of  200  Liberty  ships. 

We  are  approaching  this  matter  in  two 
phases.  We  propose  that  as  to  those 
within  the  draft  age  information  shall  be 
sent  by  the  Government  and  the  em¬ 
ployer  on  each  employee  to  the  respective 
draft  boards.  As  to  the  large  number 
who  are  not  within  the  draft  age,  which 
constitutes  probably  50  percent  of  the 
employees  of  the  country  working  in  war 
industries,  that  information  will  be  sent 
to  a  Government  agent,  so  that  Govern¬ 
ment  agent  can  find  out  what  is  bringing 
on  absenteeism,  such  as  inadequate 
transportation,  lack  of  housing,  and 
things  of  that  character.  We  propose 
to  have  before  the  House  within  the  next 
week  a  bill  that  goes  to  the  very  heart  of 
the  unauthorized  absenteeism  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  appreciate  the 
sincerity  of  the  purpose  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  has  in  mind  and  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  his  bill.  Insofar  as  he  can,  he 
is  trying  to  reach  the  problem.  The 
point  I  am  making  here  is  not  a  defense 
of  absenteeism,  for  of  course  I  do  not 
defend  it,  but  that  the  gentleman’s  com¬ 
mittee  has  not  found  out  what  causes 
absenteeism.  The  witness  to  whom  the 
gentleman  referred,  for  whom  I  have 
great  respect,  does  not  know  what  causes 
it. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  As  soon  as 
you  get  the  information  that  will  be  sent 
in  by  the  various  employers  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  you  will  be  able  to  determine 
whether  the  absenteeism  is  due  to  this, 
that,  or  the  other,  as  concerns  those  who 
are  not  in  the  draft-age  group. 


Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  think  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  should  have 
this  information  and  find  out  what  is 
causing  absenteeism  before  undertaking 
to  prescribe  a  cure  for  it. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  But  if  a 
man  within  the  draft  age  who  has  been 
given  a  deferment  to  do  a  particular 
piece  of  work  does  not  do  that  work,  then 
it  is  proper  at  any  time  for  the  draft 
board  to  know  about  it. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Will  the  gentleman 
answer  a  question  for  me? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Yes. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Suppose  the  reason 
he  was  absent  was  because  he  was  ill  or 
could  not  secure  transportation? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  That  is  not 
an  unauthorized  absenteeism. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Who  is  going  to  de¬ 
termine  that  question? 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  The  local 
draft  board. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Are  they  going  to 
give  him  a  trial? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  to  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Yes;  I  yield  to  my 
friend  from  Michigan,  a  member  of  the 
Labor  Committee. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Did  I  correctly  un¬ 
derstand  the  gentleman  to  say  that  no¬ 
body  knew  what  this  absenteeism  was 
about? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  That  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  If  the  gentleman  will 
refer  to  the  United  States  News  of  last 
week  he  will  find  that  they  sent  a  re¬ 
porter  around  the  country,  and  he 
learned  that  the  boys  were  getting  so 
much  money  that,  as  long  as  they  could 
not  spend  it  for  food  or  gas  or  tires  and 
go  somewhere,  they  had  to  frequent 
places  where  there  was  dancing  and 
where  liquor  was  sold,  and  on  Monday 
morning  they  could  not  work.  That  ac¬ 
counted  for  the  absenteeism. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  additional  minutes  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Let  me  say  this 
about  that  article  in  the  News:  I  do  not 
question  that  the  causes  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  recited  are  partly  true,  but 
the  point  I  am  making  is  that  nobody 
has  any  accurate  or  authentic  informa¬ 
tion  except  what  has  been  gathered  by 
some  man  who  wanted  to  write  a  story 
about  it.  We  ought  to  find  out  about  it, 
and  we  ought  to  prescribe  the  remedy  on 
the  basis  of  the  facts,  instead  of  simply 
using  a  meat  ax,  which  may  do  more 
harm  than  good. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Let  me  say  that  I 
support  the  gentleman  on  that. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  May 
I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  he  is  abso¬ 
lutely  right.  There  has  been  no  witness 
before  our  committee  so  far  who  has 
given  any  concrete  information  as  to  the 
cause  of  absenteeism. 
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Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Is  it  not  true  that 
all  the  evidence  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  has  had  is  as  to  how  many  ab¬ 
sences  there  were  and  what  the  effect 
has  been  on  production,  not  as  to  the 
cause? 

Mr.  BRADLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  They 
all  say  they  do  not  know  why  there  is 
this  absenteeism. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  to  me  again? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
agree  with  me  that  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  this  great  Dies  committee  has  been 
functioning,  and  the  Committee  on  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs,  the  Committee  on  Labor 
has  not  had  its  finger  in  the  pie  at  all. 
I  should  like  to  go  along  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  and  see  if  the  Committee  on  Labor 
cannot  do  something  sometime. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  We  are  going  to 
have  a  meeting  next  Tuesday,  and  we 
will  see  what  we  can  do  about  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  We  are  just  going 
to  see  about  it;  we  are  not  going  to  do 
anything. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  COLMER.  With  all  due  deference 
to  the  gentleman,  whom  I  love,  and  to 
his  committee,  for  whom  I  have  pro¬ 
found  respect,  I  am  just  wondering  If 
that  committee  is  the  proper  committee 
to  make  this  study.  Thirty  days  ago  I 
discussed  this  matter  with  some  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Rules.  I 
think  the  gentleman  is  absolutely  cor¬ 
rect;  some  study  ought  to  be  made  of  it. 

I  think  it  ought  to  be  made  by  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  this  House,  a  special  commit¬ 
tee  of  this  House,  and  not  the  Committee 
on  Labor,  because,  as  the  gentleman 
knows — and  I  know  ana  everybody  else 
knows — that  committee  is  not  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  make  that  study. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  would  say  to  the 
gentleman  this,  and  I  think  that  is  what 
he  has  in  mind,  that  the  Committee  on 
Labor  made  a  mistake  in  the  past  in  not 
going  into  the  questions  of  labor  rela¬ 
tions  that  have  been  boiling  up  in  this 
war  effort. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Has  the  gentleman 
any  reason  to  think  that  the  Labor 
Committee  is  not  going  to  make  the 
same  mistake  in  the  future? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that,  and  that  is  one  reason  why 
I  am  making  this  speech,  because  I  want 
to  put  as  much  force  as  I  could  behind 
the  suggestion  I  have  made,  to  have  the 
Labor  Committee  do  this  job  as  it  ought 
to  be  done. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Yes. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  I  appreciate  the 
gentleman  yielding  to  me,  I  am  appre¬ 
ciative  of  his  observation  in  mentioning 
the  fact  that  2  weeks  ago  I  called  on  the 
Labor  Committee  to  take  action.  Fol¬ 
lowing  the  statement  of  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson],  the  able 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  I  know  we  can  commend  that 
committee  and  other  committees  for  their 
initiative  and  industry  in  going  into  the 


subject  of  wartime  labor  relations,  but  I 
agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Ramspeck]  in  his  answer  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Col- 
mer],  that  it  is  the  responsibility  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Labor. 

Because  of  their  pertinency  to  the 
subject  now  being  discussed,  I  include 
my  remarks  in  this  House  on  February 
11: 

THE  HOUSE  COMMITTEE  ON  LABOR  AND  CONGRES¬ 
SIONAL  RESPONSIBILITY 

Mr.  Randolph.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  48-hour 
week  order  set  forth  by  the  administration, 
through  the  President  and  the  heads  of  agen¬ 
cies,  causes  me  to  once  again  say  publicly 
what  I  have  said  on  many  occasions  in  the 
past,  and  that  is  that  the  House  Labor  Com¬ 
mittee  has  itself  responsibility  to  consider 
corrective  legislation  in  the  field  of  labor  dur¬ 
ing  the  prosecution  of  this  terrible  conflict. 

Desirable  as  this  longer  work  week  is  to  our 
war  production,  it  is  regrettable  that  Congress 
was  not  the  leader  in  securing  its  adoption. 
We  should  have  acted  months  ago. 

I  regret  exceedingly  the  illness  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentlewoman  from  New  Jersey,  the 
chairman  of  that  committee.  I  know  I  ex¬ 
press  the  feeling  of  her  friends  in  this  body 
when  I  hope  for  her  complete  recovery  and  an 
early  return  to  this  forum.  I  feel,  however, 
that  the  Labor  Committee  should  proceed 
promptly  to  survey  the  production  field  and 
take  appropriate  action  at  an  early  date  to 
correct  many  of  the  inequities  now  existent. 

Mr.  Speaker,  during  the  Seventy-seventh 
Congress  the  Labor  Committee,  of  which  I 
am  a  member,  was  charged  with  failure  to 
properly  consider  desirable  legislation.  I 
trust  that  condition  will  not  again  exist. 
Rightful  gains  of  the  worker  must  be  pre¬ 
served.  Our  committee  can  be  constructive 
and  propose  desirable  corrective  measures. 

If  we  fail  to  assume  leadership,  I  am  certain 
enemies  of  unionism  and  sound  labor  prac¬ 
tice  will  act  destructively  and  thus  impair 
unity  during  the  war  effort.  That  must  not 
take  place. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  And  may  I  con¬ 
clude  by  saying  that  when  we  get  into 
the  House  I  am  going  to  put  into  the 
Record,  if  I  get  permission,  a  very  fine 
discussion  of  absenteeism  by  Robert  L. 
Strout,  of  the  Christian  Science  Monitor, 
which  I  hope  everyone  will  read,  and  also 
an  article  by  T.  E.  Murphy,  who  is  con¬ 
nected  with  the  Employment  Service  of 
the  State  of  Connecticut,  which  I  think 
furnishes  valuable  information. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Record. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
commend  to  the  attention  of  my  col-  . 
leagues  the  following  articles  concerning 
the  question  of  absenteeism  in  war 
plants: 

[From  the  Christian  Science  Monitor  of 
March  2,  1943] 

Intimate  Message:  Washington 
(By  Richard  L.  Strout) 
summary  judgment  on  absenteeism 

Absenteeism  is  growing  in  American  fac¬ 
tories  and  it  is  likely  to  grow.  It  is  a  phe¬ 
nomenon  that  accompanies  long  hours,  un¬ 
settled  war  conditions,  bad  housing,  poor 
transportation,  and  employment  of  women, 
elderly  persons,  and  groups  not  normally  used 
to  the  discipline  of  industrial  life. 

The  problem  is  a  big  one,  but  it  should  be 
approached  rationally  and  impartially. 
There  is  a  tendency  in  Congress  just  now 
to  bait  labor  over  the  increase  in  absenteeism. 
This  criticism  may  be  justified  against  cer¬ 


tain  individuals.  But  to  open  up  a  new  at¬ 
tack  on  trade  unions  and  American  workers 
in  general  as  somehow  less  patriotic  than  the 
rest  of  the  Nation  is  not  only  silly,  it  is  dan¬ 
gerous.  It  increases  just  that  poor  morale 
which  is  one  of  the  causes  of  absenteeism. 

Great  Britain  has  splendid  morale,  but  it 
has  absenteeism  too,  and  despite  everything 
that  is  being  done  about  it,  it  is  taken  as  a 
problem  that  can  be  kept  in  bounds  but 
probably  not  cured  while  the  war  continues. 
It  is  obvious  from  the  British  experience  that 
a  good  deal  can  be  done  about  it  in  the 
United  States. 

Drastic  work-or-fight  laws,  however,  are 
not  the  best  method  of  proceeding.  They 
are  apt  to  produce  an  attitude  of  defiance 
which  defeats  their  own  end. 

The  best  way  to  meet  the  problem  is  to 
win  worker  support,  and  that  worker  sup¬ 
port  can  achieve  a  great  deal  may  be  seen  in 
present  strike  statistics.  Despite  everything 
that  is  said  to  the  contrary,  the  plain  fact  is 
that  man-hours  lost  from  strikes  are  at  a 
remarkably  low  point  right  now;  the  figure  is 
something  around  one-tenth  of  1  percent 
of  total  time  worked,  and  a  better  average 
than  we  made  in  World  War  No.  1. 

No  comfort  for  "slackers" 

“Slackers”  in  war  industry,  as  in  the  Army, 
should  be  given  short  shrift  under  any  ar¬ 
rangement  and  this  is  not  intended  as  a  de¬ 
fense  of  them. 

That  there  is  plenty  of  slacking  among 
war  workers  is  all  too  evident  and  so  far  as 
absenteeism  is  due  to  unpatriotic  loafing  it 
should  be  dealt  with  summarily.  Many  work¬ 
ers,  who  seem  to  forget  the  country  is  at 
war,  and  who  have  never  before  earned  so 
much  money,  stay  away  from  their  jobs  after 
3  or  4  days.  Many  when  they  are  on  their 
jobs  do  their  work  carelessly,  or  extend  it 
wastefully. 

So-called  “feather  bed"  rules  are  designed 
to  increase  employment,  often  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  the  job.  Another  particularly  dan¬ 
gerous  kind  of  absenteeism  is  that  which  in¬ 
creases  over  week  ends,  indicating  that  liquor 
and  hangovers  are  two  of  the  big  problems 
holding  back  full  war  production. 

But  it  does  no  good  to  dismiss  absenteeism 
simply  as  a  form  of  moral  delinquency,  be¬ 
cause  it  really  is  more  complicated  than  that, 
as  studies  by  the  Labor  Department  point 
out. 

Take  the  case  of  a  patriotic  married  woman 
who  has  taken  a  war  job.  Most  war  jobs  now 
run  to  about  48  hours  a  week.  When  can  this 
woman  go  out  and  shop,  or  carry  on  her  min¬ 
imum  of  household  duties?  What  frequently 
happens  is  that  she  takes  an  extra  after¬ 
noon  off,  and  is  guilty  of  absenteeism.  Then 
again  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service 
finds  that  women  generally  are  absent  for 
physical  causes  to  a  considerably  higher  de¬ 
gree  than  men,  and  women  are  replacing  men 
more  and  more.  In  the  same  way  the  vig¬ 
orous  young  men  are  being  drafted  and  the 
average  age  of  workers  is  going  up.  That  pro¬ 
motes  absenteeism,  too. 

Take  the  case  of  a  man  living  in  a  trailer,  a 
rooming  house,  or  temporary  barracks  at  a 
war  job,  a  long  way  from  home.  He  is  going 
to’  take  time  off  occasionally  to  visit  his  fam¬ 
ily.  That  makes  absenteeism.  Better  hous¬ 
ing  would  help  cure  that,  for  his  family  could 
join  him.  Take  the  case  of  Jimmy  Jones,  who 
rides  20  miles  to  work  every  day  in  a  car- 
pool  with  four  other  men.  In  the  last  cold 
spell  the  car  wouldn’t  start,  and  there  was  no 
other  transportation.  That  caused  five  cases 
of  absenteeism. 

We  all  know  that  public  transportation  is 
under  a  big  strain  these  days,  but  many  of 
us  don’t  realize  just  how  bad  it  is  in  some  of 
the  congested  factory  districts.  Consider  the 
effect  on  workers’  stamina  of  putting  in  a 
48-hour  week  over  a  machine — and  some  men 
In  Detroit  are  working  60  or  70  hours — and 
then  having  to  stand  up  in  an  overcrowded, 
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fetid  trolley  or  bus  for  an  hour  each  way.  I 
saw  some  of  the  workers  In  the  Detroit  dis¬ 
trict  recently,  and  they  seemed  dazed  as  they 
hung  onto  straps.  That  makes  absenteeism. 

Britain’s  experience 

A  good  many  of  the  problems  the  United 
States  is  running  into  now,  curiously  enough, 
are  just  about  what  Britain  had  a  year  or  so 
ago.  Our  point  rationing  system,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  which  we  are  all  getting  used  to,  is 
old  stuff  to  the  British.  The  British  house¬ 
wives  have  known  how  to  play  points  for  2 
o’-  3  years. 

In  the  same  way,  the  British  have  been 
battling  absenteeism.  It  seems  rather  silly 
to  say  it,  but  one  of  the  ways  to  meet  the 
problem  is  just  to  make  factories  more  at¬ 
tractive:  greater  regard  for  toilet  facilities; 
better  arrangement  for  lunches;  music  dur¬ 
ing  meals  and  right  while  people  work — 
anything  to  boost  morale,  including  pep 
talks  from  men  who  have  been  at  the  front. 
Inasmuch  as  women  are  bound  to  come  more 
and  more  into  factories,  shifts  in  city  store 
hours  to  aid  them  shopping  may  help,  and 
for  mothers,  communal  care  for  children,  and 
communal  meals.  It  seems  strange  that  the 
House  should  knock  out  a  $2,973,000  item 
for  a  State-aid  program  for  children  of  em¬ 
ployed  mothers  just  at  this  time. 

The  problem  has  come,  and  is  likely  to 
stay  and  there  is  no  rule-of-thumb  way  to 
end  it.  Accidents  and  injuries  cause  ab¬ 
senteeism;  material  shortages  indirectly  pro¬ 
duce  it;  so  does  hoarded  labor.  The  the¬ 
oretical  absentee  figure  will  go  up  also  if  a 
worker  quits  without  notice  and  is  carried 
for  3  or  4  days  as  “absent”  when  he  is  really 
on  another  Job. 

It  seems  too  bad  that  the  House  threw  out 
a  $337,000  item  last  week  advocated  by  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  Frances  Perkins  to  investi¬ 
gate  the  problem,  and  to  promote  better 
working  conditions.  Using  absenteeism 
simply  as  a  club  with  which  to  beat  labor, 
while  neglecting  to  investigate  basic  causes, 
will  simply  delay  the  remedies  which  the  war 
effort  requires. 

This  Thistle  of  Absenteeism 

(By  T.  E.  Murphy) 

(Some  observations  on  what  is' considered 
by  many  to  be  the  most  critical  question  of 
the  day — absenteeism.  Is  the  American 
worker  shirking  his  duty?  Analyses  of  some 
of  the  factors  entering  into  the  problem,  of 
absenteeism  shows  that  there  are  many  con¬ 
tributing  causes — and  that  responsibility 
does  not  always  rest  with  the  worker.) 

Absenteeism,  which  rose  to  20  percent  in 
some  factories  during  the  last  war,  is  again 
appearing  as  an  important  factor  in  “all  out” 
production.  In  Hartford  County,  according 
to  recent  figures-  released  by  the  Manufac¬ 
turers’  Association,  absenteeism  has  risen 
to  6.2  percent,  a  figure  which  is  certainly  no 
wors6  than  most  areas  and  better  than  many. 

Horseback  opinions  given  out  by  some  per¬ 
sonnel  managers  indicate  that  there  is  no 
general  appreciation  of  absenteeism  as  a  re¬ 
sult  having  not  one  cause,  but  many  causes. 
Some  of  these  publicly  expressed  opinions 
paint  the  worker  as  a  wastrel,  spending  his 
week  end  elbow-bending  or  lying  abed,  re¬ 
gardless  of  his  country’s  welfare.  Another 
states  that  “So  many  of  these  people  have 
been  on  relief  so  long,  they  have  developed 
bad  work  habits.”  Others  state  that  the 
present  financial  security  of  the  worker  has 
removed  his  driving  force;  that  ease  in  pro¬ 
curing  a  new  job  has  made  him  careless 
about  reporting  for  work. 

All  of  these  opinions  are  true  to  a  certain 
extent.  Workers  are  in  the  main  as  patri¬ 
otic  and  anxious  to  win  the  war  as  any 
manager  and  such  expressions  of  opinion  in¬ 
dicate  a  superficial  understanding  of  ab¬ 
senteeism.  Management  usually  places  the 
blame  for  absenteeism  on  workers,  without 


considering  manifold  contributing  factors  to 
absenteeism,  many  of  them  directly  trace¬ 
able  to  lack  of  leadership  in  management 
Itself  and  is  thereby  missing  the  opportunity 
to  improve  conditions. 

For  example,  not  even  the  fact  that  Mon¬ 
day  morning  absences  exceed  all  other  days 
is  an  indication  that  workers  have  spent 
their  week  ends  unwisely.  Competent  indus¬ 
trial  physicians  have  pointed  out  repeatedly 
that  men  who  have  fought  off  a  cold  or  feel¬ 
ing  of  malaise,  during  the  working  week  keep 
"fighting  it  off”  until  the  letdown  of  the 
Sunday  lay-off.  When  Monday  comes  they 
don’t  have  the  drive  to  get  back  to  work. 

Monday  morning  absences  are  as  likely  to 
result  from  excessive  fatigue,  the  cumulative 
result  of  12-  or  13-hour  days  or  nights  over 
a  period  of  days. 

The  first  step  in  combating  absenteeism 
intelligently  is  to  make  an  inventory  of  the 
causes  of  absenteeism,  and  then  to  set  about 
correcting  these  causes. 

In  one  New  England  factory  recently,  where 
an  intelligent  study  was  made  of  absentee¬ 
ism,  it  was  discovered  that  one  department 
suffered  more  from  colds  than  any  other,  with 
consequent  increased  absenteeism.  Further 
study  indicated  that  these  colds  resulted  from 
the  practice  of  leaving  a  large  door  open  all 
day  so  that  workers  were  standing  in  a  draft. 
When  the  door  was  closed,  absenteeism 
dropped.  That  was  a  relatively  simple  prob¬ 
lem,  but  illustrates  the  principle  of  seeking 
causes  and  eliminating  them. 

In  another  factory,  a  study  of  absenteeism 
disclosed  the  fact  that  chronic  absenteeism 
was  confined  to  a  relatively  small  group  of 
people.  Specific  study  of  these  offenders  dis¬ 
closed  the  fact  that  most  of  them  suffered 
from  chronic  malnutrition — not  because  of 
lack  of  money — but  because  of  poor  eating 
habits.  When  these  people  were  instructed 
in  the  principle  that  doughnuts  and  coffee 
for  breakfast,  hamburger  and  coke  for  lunch 
were  insufficient  for  efficiency,  absenteeism 
dropped  abysmally. 

There  is  a  definite  connection  between  good 
health  and  good  work  habits,  and  while  sick¬ 
ness  causes  more  lost  days  than  accidents, 
many  Connecticut  factories,  which  have 
“safety”  drives,  have  no  intelligently  directed 
drive  against  poor  health. 

During  the  latter  part  of  January,  the  Con¬ 
necticut  State  Labor  Department  conducted 
a  survey  of  one  highly  industrialized  com¬ 
munity  to  ascertain  what  facilities  were  af¬ 
forded  workers  who  were  employed  12  and 
13  hours  a  night,  7  nights  a  week,  week  in 
and  week  out. 

Quoting  directly  from  the  report  of  Edna 
Purtell,  industrial  investigator  for  the  State 
labor  department: 

“These  12  plants  engage  a  total  of  18,596 
workers  and  the  only  eating  facilities  were 
lunch  wagons  which  served  hot  drinks,  sand¬ 
wiches,  and  pastry.  In  one,  only  cold  drinks 
and  packaged  cookies  were  available. 

"Two  plants  were  on  a  13-hour  night  shift 
for  men,  and  all  operated  11-  and  12-hour 
day  shifts  in  some  departments.  One  plant 
employed  men  on  2  shifts  of  12  hours  each, 
7  days  and  84  hours  a  week.  Weekly  hours 
ranged  from  60  to  84.  The  average  hours 
were  about  65  per  week. 

"The  day-shift  workers  have  1  full  hour  for 
lunch,  but  those  on  the  night  shift,  most  of 
whom  are  on  piece  work  or  premium  produc¬ 
tion,  eat  on  the  job.  'They  usually  take  20 
or  25  minutes  to  eat.  They  can  take  longer 
but  don’t  like  to  lose  the  time,  I  was  told.’  ” 

In  another  plant,  apparently  reaching  the 
Charlie  Chaplin  “machine  age”  optimum, 
the  investigator  was  informed  that  workers 
who  were  on  a  13-hour  night  shift  were  to 
be  the  subject  of  experimentation  by  a  pro¬ 
fessor  from  Yale,  who  was  to  feed  them  vita¬ 
min  pills  three  times  a  night. 

In  conclusion,  Miss  Purtell  said:  "This  lack 
of  satisfactory  eating  facilities  and  of  a  spe¬ 
cific  meal  period  which  would  provide  the 


worker  with  rest  as  well  is  representative  of 
a  large  percentage  of  war-production  plants 
in  Connecticut.  It  is  not  unreasonable  to  at¬ 
tribute  some  of  the  absenteeism  so  widely 
discussed  here  at  the  moment  to  the  effects 
on  the  worker  of  long  hours  without  a  break 
for  adequate  nourishment  or  the  time  to 
digest  it. 

“Connecticut  labor  laws  do  not  require  a 
meal  period.  In  many  States  employers  in 
manufacturing  operations  are  required  to 
allow  time  for  rest  or  meals  or  both  and  some 
States  specify  a  maximum  number  of  hours, 
usually  5  or  6  beyond  which  no  employee 
may  work  without  a  pause  for  rest  or  a 
meal.” 

In  view  of  these  findings,  absenteeism  in 
many  Connecticut  factories  is  not  difficult 
to  understand.  It  is  not  due  to  “poor  work 
habits,”  but  because  many  workers  are  now 
being  employed  beyond  the  optimum,  and 
the  law  of  diminishing  returns  in  human 
endeavor  comes  into  play.  The  British 
Medical  Research  Council  recently  reported, 
“The  time  lost  due  to  sickness,  injury,  and 
absence  without  permission  varied  with  the 
weekly  hours  of  work.  It  was  usually  reason¬ 
ably  low  when  the  hours  of  work  were  less 
than  60  per  week,  but  was  higher,  and  in 
some  cases  excessive,  when  the  hours  were 
from  65  to  73  per  week.” 

Some  Connecticut  factories  are  attacking 
the  problem  of  absenteeism  in  a  forthright 
manner,  not  merely  pinning  blame  on  work¬ 
ers  and  assuming  nonresponsibility  them¬ 
selves.  Mr.  C.  G.  Mitchell,  assistant  manager 
of  service  at  the  Remington  Arms  Co.  of 
Bridgeport,  recently  told  the  American  Man¬ 
agement  Association  that  “absenteeism  is  a 
problem  to  be  solved  by  the  foreman  and 
not  one  to  be  handled  directly  by  the  per¬ 
sonnel  or  industrial  relations  department.” 
The  fact  that  Mr.  Mitchell  claims  a  50-percent 
reduction  in  absenteeism  warrants  a  hearing: 

“Many  factors  exist  at  present  that  did 
not  exist  in  peacetime  which  affect  attend¬ 
ance;  employees  are  experiencing  shift  work 
for  the  first  time;  a  large  number  of  women 
have  home  responsibilities;  pay  checks  are 
large  but  employees  have  little  time  off  to 
spend  the  money;  many  employees  live  in 
day-to-day  expectation  of  being  drafted; 
plenty  of  other  jobs  are  readily  available; 
transportation  difficulties  and  housing  short¬ 
ages  exist  in  many  areas.” 

To  effectuate  this  program  Mr.  Mitchell 
stated  that  each  foreman  personally  inter¬ 
views  each  absentee  upon  his  return  to  work, 
asking  certain  pertinent  questions;  once  each 
month  the  shift  supervisor  and  the  foremen 
hold  a  conference  on  absenteeism.  Specific 
problems  are  brought  up  and  efforts  made  to 
develop  corrective  measures  to  meet  them. 
The  individual  who  becomes  a  chronic  ab¬ 
sentee  is  interviewed  off  the  job  by  the  fore¬ 
man  and  the  supervisor.  Every  effort  is  made 
to  discover  the  source  of  his  difficulties  and 
to  devise  means  of  assisting  him.  If  this 
fails  and  the  employee  is  absent  again,  he  is 
put  on  probation.  Only  after  the  most  ex¬ 
haustive  efforts  have  been  made  to  help  him 
is  he  subject  to  dismissal. 

Another  factor  affecting  absenteeism  is  the 
entry  of  women  into  Connecticut  industry. 
Many  of  these  women  have  answered  numer¬ 
ous  appeals  to  their  patriotism  to  report  for 
war  work.  They  have  other  ancillary  respon¬ 
sibilities  which  they  take  seriously.  Many  of 
them  have  children;  most  of  them  have  homes 
to  maintain  in  addition  to  this  extra  burden 
which  they  have  assumed. 

Again  we  can  profit  by  the  experience  in 
England,  where  women  have  been  employed 
on  heavy  duty  Jobs  for  a  longer  period  of 
time.  Women  workers  in  British  shipyards 
are  three  times  as  numerous  today  as  they 
were  a  year  ago.  On  the  railroads  of  Britain, 
105,000  employees  are  women.  In  a  tank  fac¬ 
tory  in  England,  one  worker  in  every  five  is  a 
woman.  Here  they  grind  and  mill  and  shape 
component  parts  for  28-ton  Matilda  tanks. 
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A  woman  must  sometimes  go  shopping, 
and  this  factor  was  responsible  for  much  ab¬ 
senteeism  among  married  women  who  were 
otherwise  satisfactory  workers.  One  big  air¬ 
craft  factory  found  that  absenteeism  rose  to 
13  percent  from  the  normal  4  percent  when 
the  total  number  of  its  women  employees 
had  reached  70.  The  firm  remedied  the  sit¬ 
uation  by  providing  women  with  special 
shopping  facilities  and  with  a  hairdressing 
establishment  on  the  premises. 

Again,  we  revert  to  the  statement  that 
“Former  relief  workers  have  difficulty  in  de- 
velping  new  work  habits.”  Many  of  the  men 
who  are  now  working  in  Hartford  factories 
at  lathes,  drill  presses,  and  burring  machines 
were,  a  few  months  ago,  operating  their  own 
businesses  behind  desks,  but  have  cheerfully 
assumed  new  duties;  many  of  these  men 
have  a  long  background  of  management  ex¬ 
perience,  are  intelligent  and  critical. 

Recently,  in  one  local  factory  where  work¬ 
ers  were  citicized  specifically  for  their  ab¬ 
senteeism  because  of  “poor  work  habits,”  a 
worker  on  the  night  shift  complained  be¬ 
cause,  as  he  said,  “I’m  sick  and  tired  of  sit¬ 
ting  around  at  night  without  a  thing  to  do. 
Some  of  the  men  go  home  because  they  get 
tired  of  sitting  around.  We  don’t  work  more 
than  2  or  3  hours  a  night.” 

Materials  shortages  perhaps  was  the  cause, 
but  it  illustrates  that  absenteeism  fre¬ 
quently  has  its  roots  in  the-  steril  soil  of 
management  that  never  explains,  as  well 
as  in  the  soil  of  selfishness  and  laziness  of 
workers. 

Labor-managements  committees  have 
sturdily  tried  to  combat  absenteeism.  They 
have  devised  spectacular  but  fumbling 
methods  of  combatting  it.  They  have  tied 
crepes  on  machines;  inserted  German  marks 
in  the  pay  envelopes  of  delinquent  workers; 
have  utilized  high-pressure  publicity  with 
methods  of  combatting  it.  They  have  tied 
the  high  pressure  of  fellow  workers  and  the 
importation  of  war  heroes  into  the  factory 
to  bring  the  war  home. 

These  are  all  excellent  measures  but  they 
do  not  get  to  the  root  of  absenteeism,  which 
is  a  personal  problem.  Frequently  the  causes 
are  fatigue,  family  obligations,  or  boredom 
and  the  need  for  diversion. 

Fatigue  may  be  due  to  the  job  itself,  or  to 
working  conditions,  or  too  active  a  social  life. 
Among  women  workers  fatigue  is  found  to  be 
often  caused  by  the  attempt  to  run  two  jobs 
at  once;  one  at  the  plant  and  another  in  the 
home. 

Family  obligations  play  an  important  role 
in  the  absenteeism  of  women.  Women 
frankly  say  they  need  the  time  off  to  “clean 
the  house”  or  because  a  dependent  or  col¬ 
lateral  relation  is  ill. 

Boredom  or  the  need  for  diversion  affects 
younger  workers  and  particularly  the  young 
man  who  expects  to  go  into  the  Army  in  a 
few  days. 

Frances  M.  Smith,  of  the  Murray  Manufac¬ 
turing  Corporation,  of  Brooklyn,  recently  put 
her  finger  on  the  nub  of  the  situation.  She 
said,  “Management  will  be  quick  to  agree 
that  there  is  no  foolproof  method  of  elimi¬ 
nating  absenteeism,  as  the  problem  is  made 
up  of  many  complex  factors  *  *  *.  We 

must  be  on  guard  against  the  assumption 
that  absenteeism  is  always  wholly  the 
worker’s  fault.  The  fatigue  element  and  its 
concomitants — boredom,  need  for  diversion — 
are  ever  present.  Management  must  contin¬ 
ually  review  conditions  of  work  on  specific 
jobs  to  be  sure  they  are  not  causing  ab¬ 
senteeism.  The  personnel  department  must 
be  familiar  with  the  resources  of  the  com¬ 
munity — the  location  of  day  nurseries,  for 
Instance — in  order  that  it  may  help  married 
women  make  the  adjustments  that  are  nec¬ 
essary  when  they  take  jobs.” 

An  inventory  of  causes,  and  an  intelli¬ 
gently  directed  campaign  toward  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  these  causes  might  produce  results 
here  in  Connecticut. 


Absenteeism  can  never  be  eliminated  by 
horseback  decisions  or  a  sluggish  adherence 
to  old  static  ways  of  thinking. 

Absenteeism  can  be  reduced  in  Connecticut 
and  will  be  reduced  in  Connecticut,  when 
there  is  an  objective,  intelligently  directed 
campaign  in  this  direction. 

When  you  conjure  a  picture  of  a  worker, 
as  in  a  typical  Connecticut  area,  where  the 
hours  may  well  range  from  60  to  80  hours  a 
week,  working  without  sustenance  from  his 
employers,  as  is  true  in  many  instances,  one 
must  arrive  at  the  conclusion :  Labor  is  doing 
all  right. 

What  about  management?  Is  it  still  feed¬ 
ing  on  old  prejudices,  or  is  it  adapting  its 
work  plant  to  new  conditions,  to  women,  to 
the  feeding  of  workers,  or  is  management 
sitting  back,  wailing  at  labor’s  lack  of  pa¬ 
triotism? 

Imagination — not  only  for  workers,  but 
management,  as  well,  is  sorely  needed  in 
solving  this  problem. 

It  will  not  be  solved  by  a  recourse  to  old 
prejudices,  or  old  bogies.  Where  these  are 
raised,  either  by  labor  or  management,  there 
is  definite  evidence  of  a  lack  of  leadership. 

Absenteeism  can  and  will  be  solved  only  by 
mutual  exploration  and  definitive  action,  by 
labor  and  management  working  together.  It 
is  a  nettle  to  be  grasped  firmly,  by  labor  and 
management  together. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  so  much  time  as  I  desire. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  leader  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Ditter]  has  discussed  the 
bill  at  length  before  us  and  with  some 
enthusiasm  in  respect  to  his  opposition 
to  certain  items.  I  generally  agree,  if 
that  helps,  though  he  needs  no  help.  I 
do  not  propose  to  take  much  of  your 
time  at  this  time  to  rediscuss  those  items 
we  agreed  to  oppose,  for  I  am  in  general 
accord  with  the  position  of  my  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Ditter]  and  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Johnson],  with  whom  I  have  the 
honor  to  serve  as  minority  members  of 
the  subcommittee  which  is  responsible 
for  this  bill  today.  We  did  what  we 
could  to  bring  in  a  bill  limited  by  dollars 
and  sense. 

I  am  one  of  those  who  sincerely  be¬ 
lieve  that  time  is  running  in  our  favor, 
provided  we  run  with  it. 

The  more  time  we  have  and  can  take 
to  make  up  for  the  deficiencies  and  de¬ 
linquencies  of  a  rubber-stamp  Congress 
and  the  inability  of  this  administration 
to  function  rapidly,  the  better  it  will  be. 

However,  the  time  is  short,  and  it  is 
an  essential  element  for  victory.  We  are 
late  now. 

I  have  sat  for  weeks  listening  to  at¬ 
tempted  justification  of  the  items  in  this 
bill.  We  cut  out  a  lot.  I  reserved  the 
right  to  object  to  some  that  are  included, 
but  shall  not  do  it.  It  will  be  done  if 
necessary.  In  comparison  with  the  issue 
involved  in  getting  going  and  keeping 
rolling  and  sailing  and  flying  and  win¬ 
ning  this  war,  my  objections  are  of  minor 
importance.  Time  is  important  and  the 
element. 

I  am,  therefore,  supporting  the  bill 
substantially  as  reported,  with  some 
mental  reservations,  but  shall  vote  for  it 
as  it  comes  out  of  the  considered  debate 
and  judgment  of  the  House  unless  some¬ 
body,  misguided,  attempts  to  hamstring 
it  by  useless  and  senseless  amendment  at 
this  time. 


My  ranking  member  has  covered  the 
needs  for  amendment,  if  any,  very  spe¬ 
cifically.  I  substantially  agree. 

I  wish  to  assure  all  my  colleagues  that 
I  am  not  tongue-tied  nor  do  I  refrain 
from  talking  about  this  bill  in  particu¬ 
larity  because  I  am  afraid  to  disclose  my 
hand.  The  truth  is  there  is  a  great  op¬ 
portunity  afforded  to  take  an  alleged 
greedy  group  for  a  ride,  and  it  could  well 
be  done,  except  that  we  are  at  war.  The 
committee  is  not  unmindful  of  a  lot  of 
things  about  which  the  less  said  about  it, 
perhaps  the  better,  and  to  everybody’s 
advantage.  There  is,  however,  nothing 
or  very  little  in  the  bill  of  which  I  do  not 
approve  with  mental  reservations  as  to 
just  why  the  Navy  is  trying  today  to  get 
everything  in  sight  while  the  going  is 
good,  or  why  this  or  that  is  so  presently 
necessary  when  they  can  come  again 
soon,  and  will.  As  a  general  proposition, 
the  advocates  representing  the  Navy 
were  forthright;  they  put  their  cards  on 
the  table.  One  or  two  had  an  ace  up 
their  sleeves,  but  more  experienced  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  subcommittee  than  I  saw 
them,  if  you  know  what  I  mean.  It  is  too 
bafd  for  the  country  that  we  have  to  spend 
so  much  of  the  taxpayers’  money,  but  it 
would  be  worse  for  the  taxpayers  if  we 
did  not  do  it  now,  and  the  sooner  the 
quicker,  and  the  faster  the  better  for  the 
taxpayers  and  victory. 

SABATH’S  SABBATICAL  WITHOUT  LEAVE 

If  it  be  not  out  of  tune,  in  view  of  cer¬ 
tain  remarks  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Sabath]  this  very 
morning,  typical  of  the  spirit  which  con¬ 
trols  the  district  he  has  so  long  repre¬ 
sented,  and  has  so  ably  represented  for 
many  years,  else  he  would  not  have  been 
here  from  that  district — I  wish  to  say 
now. 

A  SHOCKING  STATEMENT 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  shocked  at  what  I 
read  the  other  day,  and  then,  as  now, 
considered  it  a  violation  of  proprieties, 
when  I  read  what  the  New  Deal  Dean 
Sabath  quoted  the  President  as  saying, 
or  suggesting,  with  respect  to  Republican 
members  of  his  Cabinet. 

In  the  first  place,  I  did  not  suppose 
you  were  expected  to  come  out  of  a  White 
House  conference  to  tell  the  world  all 
about  what  anybody  said  there.  That  is 
not  the  way  I  “heered”  it. 

In  the  second  place,  I  find  it  difficult  to 
believe  that  the  President  was  correctly 
quoted  as  suggesting  by  innuendo  that 
he  tried  to  get  the  best,  but  as  to  their 
loyalty  as  Republicans  he  was  not  too 
sure.  That  is  a  type  of  Chicago  political 
practice  I  cannot  let  go  unnoticed.  That 
is  the  implication  carried  in  the  state¬ 
ment  attributed  to  the  President  by  the 
distinguished  dean  of  the  majority.  I 
doubt  that  the  President  said  anything 
susceptible  of  any  such  construction,  or 
that  if  he  did  do  it,  he  authorized  any 
such  quotation. 

In  the  third  place,  if  he  did  say  it,  it  is 
no  alibi.  No  more  able  men  ever  served 
a  President,  or  more  loyally,  and  they 
need  no  defense  from  me  before  Congress 
or  the  country. 

This  may  be  a  New  Deal  anniversary. 
We  have  heard  enough  of  this  Sabath 
kind  of  cheap  personal  publicity  stunts 
in  these  days  when  all  depends  on  unity 
of  purpose  and  intfent  to  win  this  war. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  I  now  yield  10  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Taber], 

Mr.  TABER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
in  my  hand  a  magazine,  or  so-called 
magazine,  entitled  “The  Life  of  Frank¬ 
lin  D.  Roosevelt,  the  Thirty-second  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States.”  Over  on  the 
back  I  see,  “Published  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States.”  Inside  for 
16  pages  there  are  all  sorts  of  caricatures 
and  comments  on  the  life  of  Franklin  D. 
Roosevelt,  from  the  time  he  was  born 
until  now.  That  document  was  printed 
at  Government  expense.  It  was  gotten 
out  under  the  direction  of  the  Office  of 
War  Information.  It  has  been  distrib¬ 
uted  overseas  to  soldier  boys,  and  it  was 
from  that  source  that  it  came  to  me,  sol¬ 
dier  boys  who  had  to  see  divisions  and 
organizations  of  this  Government  not 
supporting  the  war  effort,  but  trying  to 
promote  by  cheap  propaganda,  some¬ 
thing  else.  The  whole  set-up  of  the 
thing  has  the  appearance  that  it  might 
have  been  gotten  up  by  an  artist  of  the 
type  who  gets  up  the  Tarzan  pictures  for 
the  funny  papers.  It  cost  thousands  of 
dollars  to  get  that  thing  up  and  distrib¬ 
ute  it.  Let  me  say  to  you  that  the  or¬ 
ganization  or  the  man  that  got  that 
thing  up  and  distributed  it  is  in  the  same 
position  as  a  cashier,  a  defaulting 
cashier  of  a  bank,  who  runs  off  with  the 
depositors’  money — spending  money  for 
something  that  it  was  not  authorized  to 
be  spent  for.  How  much  longer  are  the 
American  people  going  to  be  ground  in 
that  way;  how  much  longer  are  the 
people  going  to  have  that  kind  of  stuff 
pulled  on  them?  There  is  nothing  in  it, 
absolutely  nothing,  with  reference  to  the 
war,  and  there  is  absolutely  nothing  in 
the  nature  of  anything  that  would  help 
the  war  effort  about  the  document.  No 
one  in  Congress  was  told  that  any  of 
that  money  would  be  used  in  any  way 
for  any  such  purpose  as  this.  It  is  purely 
political  propaganda,  purely  political 
propaganda  designed  entirely  to  pro¬ 
mote  a  fourth  term,  and  a  dictatorship. 
I  wonder.  Are  the  American  people  going 
to  have  to  put  up  with  that  sort  of  thing 
any  longer? 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  Not  at  this  time.  I  do 
not  wish  to  seem  unduly  critical,  but 
let  me  read  you  one  or  two  things  hap¬ 
hazardly  : 

It  was  only  natural  with  his  love  for  boats 
that  Franklin  should  go  out  for  the  crew 
when  he  entered  Harvard. 

One  day  he  was  visited  by  his  famous  cou¬ 
sin,  President  Theodore  Roosevelt,  who  had 
a  powerful  influence  on  Franklin’s  future. 

And  there  is  a  picture  of  Franklin  sit¬ 
ting  at  his  desk,  and  the  President  of  the 
United  States  standing  up.  Further: 

At  the  Roosevelt  summer  home  at  Campo- 
bello  Island  the  youth  studied  books  on  navi¬ 
gation  and  naval  history. 

Roosevelt  conducted  an  unusual  campaign 
by  automobile.  Cars  were  a  rare  sight  in 
those  days.  Horses  shied,  but  the  voters  were 
impressed. 

And  there  are  the  horses  rearing  up  at 
the  sight  of  the  automobile. 


Mr.  GILLIE.  Is  there  anything  in 
there  about  Superman? 

Mr.  TABER.  It  is  perfectly  evident 
that  the  gentleman  must  think  himself 
a  superman  or  he  would  not  have  had  the 
audacity  to  permit  such  a  thing  to  be 
printed. 

Now,  in  all  seriousness,  it  is  time  for 
us  to  force  bureaucratic  organizations  to 
stop  the  use  of  public  funds  in  such  a 
way.  Is  there  no  longer  any  faith,  is 
there  no  longer  any  respect  for  truth  and 
honesty  and  square  dealing?  Are  we  to 
longer  have  our  public  servants  violating 
the  trust  that  has  been  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  getting  out  a  lot  of  cheap  po¬ 
litical  propaganda?  From  what  I  get 
the  men  who  wear  the  uniform  of  the 
United  States  resent  such  a  waste.  They 
resent  the  failure  of  the  bureaucrats  to 
keep  faith  with  them  and  to  devote 
themselves  wholeheartedly  to  the  war 
effort. 

I  again  call  upon  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  those  who  are  under 
his  control  to  keep  faith  with  the  people 
to  support  the  war  effort  and  to  stop  this 
sort  of  thing  without  even  a  further  re¬ 
quest  from  the  Congress. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  In  this  16-page  booklet 
do  you  find  any  pages  devoted  to  instruc¬ 
tions  to  soldiers,  or  anything  of  that  sort, 
or  is  it  all  of  the  type  you  have  read? 

Mr.  TABER.  The  things  I  have  read 
would  be  the  most  favorable  things  you 
could  pick  out  of  it. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  It  is  all  like  that,  is  it? 

Mr.  TABER.  And  worse. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  It  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  war? 

Mr.  TABER.  Nothing  at  all. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  j 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Is  it  possible  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  mistaken  about  the  organi¬ 
zation  issuing  that  publication? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  called  Elmer  Davis, 
head  of  the  Office  of  War  Information, 
last  evening.  He  told  me  he  would 
check  up  on  it  and  find  out  if  his  organ¬ 
ization  put  it  out.  This  morning  he 
called  up  and  said  that  they  did  put  it 
out.  So  I  have  it  straight.  There  is 
no  mistake. 

Mr.  BENDER.  It  was  not  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  National  Committee? 

Mr.  TABER.  Oh,  no,  no;  it  is  Elmer 
Davis  and  the  Office  of  War  Information. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  How  many  of  those 
were  distributed? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  have  any  idea. 
One  would  be  enough  to  damn  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  wonder  if  the 
gentleman  also  found  out  whether  or 
not  the  President  himself  knew  any¬ 
thing  about  it? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  see  how  he 
could  help  it,  but  maybe  he  did  not. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  yield. 


Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Since  yesterday 
noon,  through  yesterday  afternoon  and 
this  morning,  I  have  been  trying  to  get 
a  copy  of  that  pamphlet.  I  asked  the 
Office  of  War  Information;  I  asked  the 
Public  Printer;  I  called  the  Congressional 
Library.  I  was  unable  to  get  a  copy. 
Will  the  gentleman  tell  me  how  I  can 
get  a  copy  of  that  publication,  which 
was  paid  for  by  tax  money? 

Mr.  TABER.  I  do  not  know.  This 
came  from  a  soldier  boy  over  in  Africa. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  PLUMLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  HaixeckI. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
these  days  when  all  segments  of  our 
economy  are  confronted  with  curtail¬ 
ments  and  shortages  which  vitally  affect 
their  ability  to  carry  on,  it  is  highly  im¬ 
portant  that  we  properly  determine  the 
values  of  each.  Those  which  are  vital 
and  essential  in  the  war  effort  should 
be  designated  as  such  and  should  be 
given  such  reasonable  preferences  as 
their  needs  require. 

To  my  mind,  the  newspapers  of  the 
country,  both  dailies  and  weeklies,  are 
one  of  the  most  essential  and  vital  fac¬ 
tors  in  the  winning  of  the  war.  We  have 
always  cherished  the  freedom  of  our 
press  as  the  ultimate  guaranty  of  our 
fundamental  liberties.  We  have  jeal¬ 
ously  guarded  the  freedom  of  the  press 
in  peace.  With  the  Nation  at  war,  we 
must  be  doubly  sure  that  the  freedom 
of  the  press  is  maintained. 

But  beyond  that,  with  the  Nation  at 
war,  we  should  also  recognize  the  very 
definite  and  direct  contribution  that  the 
press  of  the  Nation  is  making  to  the  war 
effort.  That  it  is  a  real  and  valuable 
contribution  cannot  be  denied  by  any¬ 
one  who  observes  the  newspapers  from 
day  to  day.  It  is  a  contribution  which 
should  clearly  indicate  that  the  press 
must  be  classed  as  an  essential  industry 
and  given  consideration  as  such.  That 
certain  recent  actions  on  the  part  of 
some  governmental  agencies  and  admin¬ 
istrators  have  seemingly  failed  to  con¬ 
sider  the  press  of  the  country,  leads  me 
to  ask  your  indulgence  while  I  recount 
some  of  the  things  our  newspapers  have 
been  doing  and  are  now  doing  to  step  up 
our  war  effort  and  hasten  the  day  of 
victory. 

All  of  us  have  been  sobered  by  the 
aspects  of  the  tremendous  task  which 
this  country  faces  in  managing  its  do¬ 
mestic  economy.  Review  and  calculate, 
if  you  can,  the  thousands  of  communi¬ 
cations  and  regulations  about  which 
the  public  must  be  immediately  in¬ 
formed.  To  distribute  such  informa¬ 
tion  quickly  to  every  city  and  farm,  to 
set  it  out  in  proper  detail,  to  define  and 
explain  and  interpret — these  are  in  large 
measure  beyond  the  scope  of  personal 
interviews,  the  telephone,  the  mails, 
periodicals,  and  the  radio.  Such  media 
can  be  most  helpful,  but  cannot  ade¬ 
quately  meet  this  need.  Only  news¬ 
papers,  through  their  printed  pages, 
can  set  out  quickly  and  in  detail,  the 
lengthy  and  complicated  regulations 
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which  can  be  studied  by,  and  kept  be¬ 
fore,  the  individual  citizen.  Only  news¬ 
papers  can  keep  pace  with  day-to-day 
changes. 

Last  week,  food  rationing  registration 
provided  just  one  example  of  the  indis¬ 
pensable  position  occupied  by  the  news¬ 
paper  in  relationship  to  the  Government 
and  the  people.  In  some  communities, 
not  only  were  the  blanks  to  be  filled  out 
by  the  housewives  of  America  unavaila¬ 
ble  in  the  quantities  required,  but  the 
explanations  sought  by  the  housewives 
were  in  such  volume  that  the  staffs 
set  up  could  not  cope  with  the  gigantic 
task.  Newspapers  stepped  into  the 
breach  and  printed  forms  in  their  own 
columns  so  that  housewives  could  clip 
them  and  use  them  when  they  visited 
their  rationing  boards.  Where  confu¬ 
sion  developed  in  local  bureaus,  news¬ 
papers  printed  copious  explanations. 
They  supplied  a  service  for  which  there 
is  no  substitute. 

How  the  newspapers  rallied  to  meet 
this  emergency  and  helped  lift  the  coun¬ 
try  over  one  of  the  most  critical  periods 
in  civilian  life  is  eloquent  testimony  of 
their  importance. 

This  instance  could  be  multiplied 
again  and  again.  We  only  need  to  recall 
a  similar  situation  when  the  Army  be- 
ga,n  to  induct  men  into  our  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  Despite  the  energetic  efforts  of 
the  various  departments  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  civilian  boards,  only 
through  the  newspapers  could  the  mil¬ 
lions  of  men  involved  get  the  immedi¬ 
ate  information  they  required. 

Day  in  and  day  out,  throughout  the 
weeks,  as  new  instructions  were  devel¬ 
oped,  the  newspapers  printed  them.  One 
needs  but  to  look  at  the  back  files  to 
know  the  great  and  all  too  quickly  for¬ 
gotten  aid  rendered  by  the  newspapers. 

Another  splendid  example  of  the  pow¬ 
er  of  the  newspapers  to  aid  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  the  prosecution  of  the  war  is 
written  in  the  records  of  voluntary  en- 
lishment.  The  campaigns,  feature  mate¬ 
rial,  and  special  promotions  instituted 
by  the  newspapers  have  been  repeatedly 
cited  by  the  recruiting  officers  as  being  of 
incalculable  aid. 

Currently  the  country  is  engaged  in 
working  out  a  manpower  program.  Here 
again  the  newspapers  provide  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  with  a  medium  through  which 
to  secure  the  cooperation  of  the  workers 
of  our  country.  In  cities,  on  farms,  in 
large  cities,  and  in  villages  newspapers 
are  making  plain  to  the  people  on  whose 
cooperation  our  success  in  war  depends 
the  urgent  need  for  intelligent  and  vol¬ 
untary  cooperation. 

War  is  costly.  The  requirements  of 
the  Treasury  Department  stagger  the 
imagination.  In  this  field  the  newspa¬ 
pers  have  supplied  the  means  by  which 
the  Treasury  Department  has  been  able 
to  reach  its  goals  again  and  again.  I 
confidently  assert  that  but  for  the  ef¬ 
forts  of  the  press,  sales  of  bonds  would 
haye  fallen  far  short  of  the  hoped-for 
funds.  Newspapers  provided  the  vehicle 
through  which  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment  can  and  does  explain  its  position 
and  need.  Further,  newspapers  have 
repeatedly  undertaken  promotional  pro¬ 


grams  at  their  own  cost.  They  have  con¬ 
tributed  millions  of  dollars  in  space  to 
stimulate  the  sale  of  war  bonds. 

The  success  of  the  fat  salvage  and  the 
scrap-metal  drives  is  largely  due  to  the 
unselfish  manner  in  which  the  newspa¬ 
pers  of  the  United  States  donated  their 
space,  time,  and  energy. 

To  the  inspiring  records  of  the  news¬ 
papers’  contributions  in  bringing  about 
husbanding  of  rubber  tires  and  oil,  in 
winning  ready  cooperation  in  the  ra¬ 
tioning  of  gasoline  and  food,  in  promot¬ 
ing  the  sale  of  bonds,  in  increasing  re¬ 
cruiting,  and  in  expediting  the  selective- 
service  operations,  should  be  added  their 
very  important  work  in  stepping  up  war 
production.  Newspapers  were  quick  to 
present  the  problem  to  the  American 
people  and  have  labored  steadily  to  help 
government  and  suppliers  set  up  an  effi¬ 
cient  program  of  production.  Because 
of  the  news  and  feature  matter  run  by 
the  newspapers,  workers  have  been  made 
to  see  the  importance  of  increasing  their 
production  and  in  finding  their  places  in 
the  production  line. 

The  output  of  American  factories  has 
eclipsed  expectations  and  due  credit  can 
be  given  to  the  newspaper  through  its 
focusing  of  public  attention  on  this 
crucial  need. 

The  list  of  newspaper  accomplish¬ 
ments  is  endless.  Newspapers  are  help¬ 
ing  us  through  the  shortages  in  foods  by 
educating  readers  to  buy  the  proper 
foods  and.  to  plant  gardens.  They  are 
cooperating  with  the  intelligence  depart¬ 
ments  to  prevent  harm  to  our  factories. 
They  cooperate  with  all  branches  of  gov¬ 
ernment.  They  have  been  without  equal 
in  preparing  the  public  mind  for  change 
and  in  keeping  it  helpfully  responsive. 

With  such  a  record  before  us,  it  is  in¬ 
comprehensible  that  there  should  be 
some  who  should  incline  to  classify  news¬ 
papers  as  nonessential  and  dispensable, 
and,  for  instance,  should  mistakenly  and 
unnecessarily  seek  to  reduce  the  amount 
of  paper  which  they  may  use. 

I  have  referred  to  the  aid  given  by 
newspapers  to  some  of  the  departments 
of  government  during  these  days  of  war. 
The  acknowledgment  should  be  extended 
to  include  the  services  rendered  to  this 
body  which  has  discovered  anew  a 
stanch  supporter  and  effective  aid  in 
the  press.  Without  newspapers,  the 
voice  of  Congress  would  be  virtually  un¬ 
heard  beyond  the  walls  of  its  chambers. 
Its  aims  and  labors  would  be  distorted 
and  misunderstood.  To  refute  the  false¬ 
hoods  of  the  propagandists  who  have  at¬ 
tempted,  and  will  continue  to  attempt, 
to  minimize  and  discredit  the  legislative 
branch  there  has  been  the  press  which, 
with  a  very  few  exceptions,  has  reported 
fairly  and  fully  the  deliberations  of  the 
Congress.  Through  these  reports  of  the 
newspapers  the  public  has  been  correctly 
informed. 

Our  sessions  draw  daily  strength  and 
clarity  because  of  the  invisible  presence 
of  the  electorate  who,  through  their 
newspapers,  sit  with  us  formulating  wise 
legislative  measures  to  meet  the  great 
problems  of  the  day.  Our  legislative  acts 
which  seek  to  interpret  the  public  will 


are  enlivened  because  they  are  made 
known  through  the  newspapers. 

Congress  has  been  forced  to  assert  its 
prerogatives  against  an  ever  encroach¬ 
ing  bureaucracy  whose  serpentine  coils 
seek  to  draw  tighter  about  the  affairs  of 
the  Nation.  The  various  inquiries  under¬ 
taken  by  us  in  the  discharge  of  our  re¬ 
sponsibilities  would  fail  of  public  support 
and  of  much  effect  if  the  newspapers  did 
not  carry  to  the  public  the  facts  which 
necessitate  such  investigations,  and 
which  are  disclosed  by  such  investiga¬ 
tions. 

Great  as  are  the  resources  of  Congress, 
it  is  extremely  difficult  for  us  to  keep 
abreast  of  all  the  activities  and  develop¬ 
ments  in  our  great  country.  Newspapers 
through  their  own  inquiries  bring  to  us 
knowledge  of  mistakes  and  wrongs  which 
demand  attention.  They  are  a  constant 
check  on  the  expanding  ambitions  of 
those  who  use  the  delegated  power  of 
government  for  private  purposes  or  per¬ 
sonal  theories,  and  who  attempt  to  arro¬ 
gate  to  themselves  unauthorized  power. 

We  have  seen  in  the  past  several  years 
a  mushrooming  of  bureaus  and  offices  de¬ 
signed  to  direct  the  lives  of  the  people. 
We  have  seen  such  bureaus  and  offices 
multiply  in  numbers  and  in  the  scope  of 
their  operations.  We  have  watched  the 
rise  of  men  who  now  lay  exclusive  claim 
to  every  virtue  so  that  they  may  better 
further  their  own  ambitions.  They  talk 
smoothly  of  public  need.  They  are  the 
self -anointed — but  if  I  were  to  choose 
between  the  bureaucrats  and  the  news¬ 
papers  for  a  guardian  of  the  rights  of 
men,  I  would  unhesitatingly  choose  the 
newspapers. 

There  are  some  in  the  various  offices  of 
government  who  decry  the  importance  of 
the  newspaper,  who  sneer  at  them  as  an 
institution,  yet  I  cannot  help  but  observe 
the  steps  they  take  to  surround  them¬ 
selves  with  writers  and  publicists  whose 
sole  purpose  is  to  see  that  their  daily 
output  is  printed  by  the  newspapers. 
Strangely  enough,  certain  of  the  most 
bitter  enemies  of  the  press  are  those  who 
sedulously  seek  publicity  in  the  news¬ 
paper  for  themselves  and  their  programs. 
It  is  not  inappropriate  to  suggest  that 
some  of  the  pulp  and  paper  materials 
used  by  the  bureaucrats  might  be  more 
properly  allotted  to  the  newspapers  for 
which  they  have  decreed  shortages.  And 
I  might  include  the  one  we  just  saw  a 
moment  ago. 

Let  us  not  tolerate  any  carelessness 
and  groundless  opinions  on  the  part  of 
those  who  drafted  these  regulations 
which  have  been  released  and  who 
threaten  further  curtailment  in  the 
amounts  of  paper  which  newspapers  can 
use.  And  if  there  are  some  whose  ani¬ 
mosity  leads  them  to  attempt  to  destroy 
the  newspapers  which  stand  between 
them  and  their  goal,  let  us  seek  them  out 
and  render  them  harmless.  For  when 
you  destroy  the  newspapers,  you  de¬ 
stroy  one  of  the  most  effective  internal 
implements  of  war  and  of  peace  which 
this  Nation  possesses.  Destroy  them  and 
you  destroy  the  confidence  of  the  people 
in  their  Government — and  with  it  that 
Government.  Destroy  the  newspapers 
and,  in  effect,  you  make  possible  an  Axis 
victory — a  victory  for  ignorance  and  op- 
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pression  in  our  assembly  halls,  in  our 
schools,  and  in  our  homes,  if  not  on  the 
field  of  battle. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  HolifieldI. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  California  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  asked  for  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  10  minutes  on  an  important 
subject  to  every  Member  of  this  House 
and  to  every  constituent  in  their  dis¬ 
tricts. 

As  a  new  Member,  I  have  hesitated  to 
take  the  time  of  this  honorable  body, 
and  would  not  do  so  today  unless  I  be¬ 
lieved  the  occasion  warranted  it,  and 
that  my  remarks  would  be  constructive. 

For  many  years  as  a  businessman  and 
an  extensive  direct-mail  advertiser,  I 
have  had  occasion  to  use  the  postal  serv¬ 
ices.  I  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
knowing  a  great  number  of  postal  em¬ 
ployees,  not  in  an  impersonal  way  but 
in  a  personal  way.  I  have  talked  with 
them  and  know  something  of  their  finan¬ 
cial  problems.  I  know  from  the  lips  of 
their  wives  how  hard  it  has  been  to 
clothe,  feed,  and  educate  their  children; 
to  pay  dad’s  insurance  premiums,  to  pay 
mother’s  hospital  bills,  and  to  meet  all 
the  other  costs  of  maintaining  an  Amer¬ 
ican  family  on  a  scale  which  will  assure 
good  citizenship.  These  good  people 
have  long  occupied  the  role  of  the  “for¬ 
gotten  man”  among  Government  em¬ 
ployees.  Ah,  but  someone  may  rise  and 
say,  “We  passed  Senate  Joint  Resolu¬ 
tion  170  on  December  15,  which  provided 
a  10-percent  raise  to  the  postal  em¬ 
ployees.” 

Let  me  state  emphatically :  Letter  car¬ 
riers,  clerks,  and  the  vast  majority  of 
the  postal  personnel  did  not  receive  a 
10 -percent  temporary  wage  boost.  , 

Let  us  remember  that  Senate  Joint 
Resolution  170  was  rushed  through  both 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  on  December  15,  1942,  just  1  day 
prior  to  the  adjournment  of  the  Seventy- 
seventh  Congress.  There  were  no  public 
hearings,  and  I  dare  say  that  few  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  were  familiar  with  the 
provisions  contained  in  that  enactment. 

Admittedly,  some  of  the  postal  workers 
were  granted  the  10-percent  upward  re¬ 
vision,  but  that  provision  was  not  made 
applicable  to  those  employees  who  work 
longer  than  40  hours  per  week.  Letter 
carriers,  clerks,  and  the  others  were  ac¬ 
tually  granted  at  23-cent  hourly  increase 
on  their  overtime  rates,  which  amounts 
to  $1.84  per  week  additional  for  8  hours’ 
extra  service.  In  52  weeks  the  increase 
will  amount  to  exactly  $95.68  added  to 
the  pay  of  an  employee  in  the  $2,100 
grade.  Yes,  my  friends,  after  waiting 
more  than  18  years  for  an  upward  salary 
revision,  your  letter  carrier  and  post- 
office  clerk  were  granted  a  niggardly  in¬ 
crease  approximating  2  percent  per  an¬ 
num  providing  they  perform  8  hours’ 
additional  service  per  week.  The  in¬ 
crease  under  Senate  Joint  Resolution  170 
is  even  smaller  for  the  village  delivery 


letter  carrier  and  the  others  in  the  ex¬ 
treme  low  grades. 

It  is  an  indisputable  fact  that  the  cost 
of  living  enters  into  every  wage  adjust¬ 
ment.  Although  not  necessarily  the  de¬ 
termining  factor,  yet  the  percentage  by 
which  living  costs  increase  must  at  all 
times  be  considered  before  a  wage  award 
is  granted  or  refused.  It  matters  not 
what  yardstick  or  scientific  measure¬ 
ments  are  used  to  determine  the  extent 
into  which  the  question  costs  of  living 
enters.  Regardless  of  the  policy  finally 
adopted,  it  is  my  firm  conviction  that 
the  ultimate  finding  will  be  ample  justifi¬ 
cation  for  the  contention  that  these  un¬ 
precedented  conditions  under  which  we 
are  now  living  makes  it  imperative  that 
postal  salaries  be  revised  upward. 

The  last  reclassification  of  postal  em¬ 
ployees’  salaries  was  signed  on  Febru¬ 
ary  28,  1925,  to  be  effective  as  of  January 
1,  1925.  It  would  take  a  very  scant 
knowledge  of  mathematics  to  calculate 
the  difference  between  the  years  1925 
and  1943;  in  fact,  18  years  have  elapsed 
since  letter  carriers  and  other  postal 
workers  received  an  increase  in  pay. 
Many  of  my  colleagues  will  remember  the 
postal  employee  back  in  1932,  when  the 
cost-of-living  principle  was  applied  in 
reducing  wages,  not  once  but  several 
times,  during  those  dark  depression 
years. 

On  June  30,  1932,  President  Herbert 
Hoover  signed  the  bill  known  as  appro¬ 
priations  for  legislative  branches  of  the 
United  States  Government,  which  em¬ 
bodied  certain  economy  measures  appli¬ 
cable  to  postal  employees.  The  specific 
section  affecting  the  lower  paid  em¬ 
ployees  provided  that  during  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1933,  employees  re¬ 
ceiving  annual  salary  of  more  than 
$1,000  shall  be  furloughed  without  pay 
for  1  calendar  month,  for  which  purpose 
24  working  days  shall  be  considered  as  1 
calendar  month.  This  procedure  was 
justified  on  the  grounds  that  our  coun¬ 
try  was  in  the  throes  of  an  economic 
depression  brought  on  by  the  stock-mar¬ 
ket  crash  of  October  1929.  Following  in 
the  wake  of  the  market  crash,  living 
costs  fell  below  the  standards  main¬ 
tained  during  the  so-called  boom  years, 
and  letter  carriers  were  required  to  co¬ 
operate  in  bringing  about  national  re¬ 
covery.  A  payless  furlough  committed 
postal  workers  to  adjust  their  level  of 
living  from  the  basic  maintenance 
level  to  an  emergency  level.  In  view  of 
the  general  rise  in  wages  throughout 
private  industry  during  the  past  few 
years,  letter  carriers  and  other  postal 
employees  are  still  maintaining  their 
existence  on  an  emergency  level. 

March  20,  1933,  marked  the  day  Presi¬ 
dent  Roosevelt  signed  the  bill  H.  R.  2820, 
which,  briefly  stated,  was  intended  to 
maintain  the  credit  of  the  United  States. 
Under  the  terms  of  the  law  it  was  pro¬ 
vided  that  beginning  April  1,  1933,  and 
continuing  until  June  30,  1934,  the  Pres¬ 
ident  was  authorized  to  investigate  and 
determine  an  index  figure  of  the  cost  of 
living  for  the  first  6  months  of  1928  and 
also  make  a  similar  determination  of 
the  index  figure  of  the  cost  of  living  for 
each  succeeding  6  months  thereafter. 


For  any  percentage  reduction  in  the 
cost-of-living  index  a  similar  percentage 
reduction  not  to  exceed  15  percent  was 
to  be  levied  against  the  employees  dur¬ 
ing  the  following  6  months’  period. 
Upon  finding  the  increase  of  21.7  percent 
below  the  1928  base  period,  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  in  an  Executive  order  dated  March 
28,  1933,  directed  a  wage  reduction  of  15 
percent  to  be  levied  against  employees 
for  the  period  covered  from  April  1,  1933, 
to  June  30,  1933.  In  compliance  with 
the  law  and  authorized  by  same,  another 
ascertainment  was  made  to  determine 
the  continuance  of  this  reduction,  and 
when  it* was  proved  that  an  increase  of 
23.9  percent  below  the  1928  base  period 
existed,  an  extension  of  the  order  was 
directed,  dating  from  July  1,  1933.  On 
January  9,  1934,  a  third  Executive  order 
was  issued  sustaining  the  15-percent  re¬ 
duction  because  an  increase  of  21.1  per¬ 
cent  below  the  1928  base  period  pre¬ 
vailed.  The  third  Executive  order 
brought  the  percentage  up  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  June  30,  1934.  For  the  purpose 
of  accuracy  it  must  be  remembered  that 
although  H.  R.  2820  superseded  the  30- 
day  payless  furlough  order,  nevertheless 
many  of  the  employees  were  never  reim¬ 
bursed  for  the  payless  furlough  time  they 
took  prior  to  the  enactment  of  H.  R. 
2820. 

The  independent  offices  appropriation 
bill  was  enacted  into  law  on  June  16, 
1933,  and  became  effective  July  1,  1933. 
Section  9  of  that  bill  having  to  do  with 
rotative  furloughs,  authorized  the  heads 
of  the  several  executive  departments  of 
the  Government  to  furlough  without  pay, 
on  a  rotative  basis,  such  employees  as 
they  deemed  necessary,  in  order  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  rigid  economy. 
Soon  thereafter,  definite  action  was 
taken  by  the  Post  Office  Department  to 
give  this  legislation  effect.  In  the  Postal 
Bulletin  of  June  20,  1933,  there  appeared 
an  order  directing  a  payless  furlough  of 
9  days  for  each  employee  to  be  taken 
over  a  3 -month  period.  The  entire 
schedule  was  to  run  for  1  year. 

It  is  interesting  to  show  a  summary 
of  happenings  during  a  time  when  the 
Department  of  Labor  published  statistics 
showing  a  decrease  of  20  to  30  percent 
in  the  cost  of  living: 

a.  Postal  workers  were  given  a  30-day 
payless  furlough. 

b.  Postal  workers  were  given  an  out¬ 
right  15  percent  cut  in  salary.  This  cut, 
however,  superseded  the  30-day  payless 
furlough  but  without  restoration  for 
those  who  had  already  completed  their 
30-day  furlough. 

c.  Postal  workers  were  given  an  addi¬ 
tional  9-day  payless  furlough. 

Payless  furloughs  were  discontinued 
May  1,  1934;  a  partial  restoration — 10 
percent — of  salaries  was  made  February 
1,  1934.  The  remaining  5  percent  was 
eventually  restored  April  1,  1935.  None 
of  these  restorations  became  effective 
until  the  index  on  the  cost  of  living 
showed  an  upward  trend,  as  the  final 
date  will  clearly  indicate. 

Thus,  on  a  precedent  established  by 
the  Government  itself,  I  now  contend 
that  a  postal  employee  pay  raise  is  long 
overdue.  If  the  argument  is  used  that 
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conditions  in  industry  or  costs  of  living 
have  declined  to  a  point  as  to  justify  a 
reduction  in  wages  without  causing 
hardship,  it  is  logical  to  assume  that  a 
reversal  of  these  conditions  of  industry, 
accompanied  by  an  upward  trend  in  the 
cost  of  living,  is  every  reason  for  an  in¬ 
crease  in  wages. 

The  postal  workers,  country-wide, 
have  been  performing  a  yeomanlike  serv¬ 
ice  to  our  great  Nation.  They  do  not 
have  the  right  nor  do  they  desire  to 
strike.  The  global  war  in  which  we  are 
now  engaged  has  placed  heavier  loads 
on  the  shoulders  of  letter  carriers  and 
greater  burdens  upon  all  postal  employ¬ 
ees.  All  of  them  are  willing  and  anxious 
to  work  longer  hours  in  behalf  of  the  war 
effort.  Thousands  of  the  experienced 
postal  personnel  have  been  forced  to 
leave  the  Service  to  take  up  more  gainful 
employment  in  private  industry.  Thou¬ 
sands  of  other  postal  workers  have  been 
called  to  the  colors.  The  chaotic  condi¬ 
tions  among  those  who  remain  in  the 
service  of  the  Post  Office  Department  can 
be  directly  charged  to  substandard  wages 
and  the  failure  of  Congress  and  the  ad¬ 
ministration  to  take  the  necessary  reme¬ 
dial  steps. 

As  I  have  stated,  I  am  personally  ac¬ 
quainted  with  a  number  of  the  postal 
people  in  Los  Angeles  County  offices.  A 
more  loyal,  faithful  group  of  workmen 
never  lived.  Conditions  are  already  de¬ 
plorable  and  becoming  increasingly 
worse  in  these  offices  because  Congress 
and  the  administration  has  failed  to 
grant  them  a  deserved  salary  increase. 
The  postal  employee  meets  all  the  re¬ 
quirements  exacted  from  others  of  our 
citizenry.  He  willingly  pays  the  new  5- 
percent  Victory  tax.  The  Seventy-sev¬ 
enth  Congress  increased  his  retirement 
deductions  to  5  percent  of  his  annual 
salary  commencing  on  July  1,  1942,  and 
the  Government  demands  that  he  pur¬ 
chase  his  own  uniforms.  Soon  he  will 
probably  be  required  to  sacrifice  a  20  per¬ 
cent  pay-roll  deduction,  if  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  tax  plan  is  enacted. 
On  his  meager  earnings  he  strives  to 
purchase  his  share  of  War  bonds  and 
Defense  stamps,  and  like  other  public- 
spirited  citizens  he  makes  his  contribu¬ 
tions  to  the  Red  Cross  drives  and  Com¬ 
munity  Fund  campaigns.  These  deduc¬ 
tions  will  reduce  his  expendable  income 
from  25  to  40  percent. 

I  am  certain  that  conditions  similar 
to  those  prevailing  in  Los  Angeles  County 
exist  throughout  the  Nation.  According 
to  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  United 
States  Department  of  Labor,  the  cost  of 
living  has  increased  21  percent  since  1939. 
The  present  rate  of  increase  is  said  to 
be  one-half  of  1  percent  per  month — 
Time,  February  1, 1943.  The  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  is  the  basic  line  of  communication 
and  is  so  essential  to  the  Nation’s  wel¬ 
fare  in  either  peace  or  war  times.  Simple 
justice  demands  that  the  Seventy-eighth 
Congress  take  immediate  steps  to  correct 
the  unwholesome  situation  that  now  ex¬ 
ists  within  the  Postal  Service. 

The  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  Com¬ 
mittee  has  been  considering  H.  R.  1366, 
introduced  by  my  colleague  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr.  O’Brien].  This 
resolution  is  identical  with  Senate  bill 


360,  introduced  by  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  York,  Mr.  Mead.  Both 
bills  request  a  flat  $300  per  annum  in¬ 
crease  for  all  postal  employees  during 
this  emergency  period  of  the  war  and 
extending  this  payment  for  6  months 
thereafter. 

We  have  had  extensive  public  hear¬ 
ings.  The  postal  organizations  have  ap¬ 
proved  the  principle  involved,  numerous 
Members  of  this  House  have  given  their 
approval.  There  has  not  been  one  pro¬ 
testing  voice  among  my  colleagues  at  the 
committee  hearings.  This  bill,  properly 
amended  to  include  and  protect  all 
classes  of  postal  employees,  was  reported 
today.  I  have  confidence  that  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  will  pass  this  legis¬ 
lation  quickly  and  for  the  first  time  since 
1925 — 18  long  years — give  these  patient, 
loyal  public  servants  not  a  bonus  but  a 
justified  wage  increase — as  one  of  my 
colleagues  has  said,  “Justice  long  de¬ 
nied.”  Let  us  show  the  forgotten  men 
in  the  Postal  Service  that  we  appreciate 
the  loyalty  so  eloquently  portrayed  by 
their  slogan: 

Neither  rain,  nor  snow,  nor  heat,  nor  gloom 
of  night  stays  these  couriers  in  the  swift 
completion  of  their  appointed  rounds. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mrs.  Rogers], 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  it  is  very  likely  that  in  the 
near  future  the  subcommittee  handling 
the  appropriation  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce  will  consider  recommending  a 
cut  on  all  the  field  offices  and  field  per¬ 
sonnel  in  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  and 
Domestic  Commerce  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce.  For  some  reason  that  I 
cannot  understand,  the  Budget  has  rec¬ 
ommended  that  that  service  which  for 
years  has  been  an  integral  part  of  the 
Bureau  of  Foreign  and  Domestic  Com¬ 
merce  be  eliminated. 

Field  offices  of  the  Bureau — 

I  am  reading  from  the  Budget  mes¬ 
sage — 

now  located  In  the  12  headquarters  cities 
of  Federal  Reserve  districts  and  in  18  other 
cities,  were  originally  established  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  promotion  of  the  country’s  com¬ 
merce,  both  foreign  and  domestic.  Because 
of  war-time  impediments  to  normal  busi¬ 
ness,  these  field  offices  cannot  perform  their 
basic  functions  and  the  1944  estimates  con¬ 
template  their  discontinuance. 

Mr.  Chairman,  these  offices  are  all  over 
the  country.  There  are  18  regional 
offices  and  22  district  offices  and  they 
prove  very  efficient. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Chairman, 
25,000  additional  services  are  being  per¬ 
formed  in  these  Foreign  and  Domestic 
Commerce  offices  in  the  districts;  25,000 
more  services  were  performed  during 
the  past  year  over  1941.  During  1941 
509,000  services  were  performed  and 


534,000  services  were  performed  in  1942. 
That  is  an  increase  of  5  percent  in  the 
services  that  were  performed,  not  only 
for  large  business,  but  most  of  it  for 
small  businesses,  the  businesses  that 
cannot  afford  to  have  research  per¬ 
sonnel. 

It  seems  to  me  the  Budget  Bureau  in 
making  that  statement  has  disregarded 
the  increase  in  the  services  which  have 
been  performed.  It  is  clearly  another 
severe  blow  to  small  business. 

We  know  big  business  has  the  money 
to  send  its  personnel  to  Washington  to 
get  information  from  the  various  depart¬ 
ments,  whereas  the  small  businessman 
has  no  staff  of  experts  and  he  cannot 
afford  to  pay  even  the  transportation  ex¬ 
penses  of  any  person  to  come  to  Wash¬ 
ington.  Also  the  sending  of  personnel  to 
Washington  overtaxes  the  railroads.  I 
should  like  to  point  out  some  of  the  serv¬ 
ices  that  have  been  performed  by  the 
district  and  regional  offices.  There  are 
12  regional  offices  and  18  district  offices, 
and  I  doubt  if  there  is  a  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  today  who  does  not  know  of  the 
services  that  have  been  rendered  to  busi¬ 
ness  as  a  result  of  these  offices.  Letter 
after  letter  attests  the  high  approval  in 
which  these  activities  and  the  work  are 
held. 

I  will  list  a  few  of  the  services  that  are 
now  being  performed. 

They  have  gathered  material  for  the 
Foreign  Service  under  the  Department  of 
State,  which  as  you  now  know  is  now 
handling  our  trade  in  foreign  countries, 
so  far  as  our  business  people  are  con¬ 
cerned,  and  this  Bureau  furnishes  data 
and  acts  as  a  clearing  house  for  business 
with  the  Department  of  State. 

Their  problem,  of  course,  is  to  keep 
regular  business  going.  It  is  of  particu¬ 
lar  importance  at  this  time  to  keep 
regular  business  going  and  to  decide 
what  business  is  most  necessary  for  the 
war  effort. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  also  that  this 
Bureau  acts  as  a  clearing  house  for  the 
Board  of  Economic  Warfare  and  busi¬ 
ness. 

In  other  words,  these  offices  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  tell  the  Board  of  Economic  War¬ 
fare  what  both  large  and  small  business 
can  do,  and  in  turn  the  Board  of  Eco¬ 
nomic  Warfare  tells  foreign  and  domes¬ 
tic  commerce  what  essential  supplies  can 
be  spared  for  immediate  war  efforts  and 
for  regular  business  not  concerned  pri¬ 
marily  in  the  war  effort.  These  offices 
tell  business  the  restrictions  on  foreign 
and  domestic  trade,  and  actual  results 
have  been  accomplished  through  a  great¬ 
er  use  of  all  of  these  offices  during  the 
past  few  years.  I  have  just  talked  with 
the  Board  of  Economic  Warfare  and  they 
stated  to  me  they  have  found  their  use 
of  the  field  offices  of  the  Bureau  of 
Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce  very 
helpful.  They  told  me  the  field  offices  sell 
their  export  control  books  giving  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  export  control. 
Through  them  they  send  out  their  regu¬ 
lations,  and  so  forth,  to  merchants  and 
trades  people.  They  have  lessened  their 
load  of  work  very  much.  Through  them 
they  secure  special  information  from  re¬ 
turned  travelers.  They  also  feel  it  is 
important  to  have  continuity  of  service 
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in  trade  which  is  now  operating.  They 
have  performed  many  beneficial  services 
for  the  Board  of  Economic  Warfare  and 
other  commissions  and  saved  money  for 
that  commission.  It  is  the  focal  point 
for  manufacturers  and  trade  people  for 
many  services.  They  have  been  valu¬ 
able  in  looking  up  many  contracts. 

I  have  had  a  great  many  communica¬ 
tions  from  trade  organizations  and  they 
cannot  understand  why  this  action 
should  be  taken.  Business  has  confidence 
in  these  offices  because  they  have  used 
them  for  years,  and  they  find  them 
thoroughly  satisfactory. 

Foreign  and  Domestic  Commerce  offices 
gather  materials  for  the  Bureau  of  the 
Census.  The  materials  which  they 
gather  for  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  are 
for  manufactures,  population,  agricul¬ 
ture,  housing,  retail  wholesale  trade. 
This  material  is  made  available  to  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  through  the 
trained  personnel.  It  is  very  valuable 
because  they  know  how  to  secure  it  and 
to  give  it  to  this  Bureau. 

So  far  as  agriculture  is  concerned,  the 
county  agents  find  these  offices  extremely 
useful.  The  Office  of  Statistics  has 
proved  very  valuable  to  them. 

They  get  up  material  for  the  Office  of 
Price  Administration,  the  War  Produc¬ 
tion  Board,  the  Manpower  Commission, 
the  Bond  Division  of  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment. 

They  notify  other  bureaus,  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies,  and  trade  people  of  essen¬ 
tial  materials  they  must  bring  in  for 
conduct  of  the  war. 

They  are  familiar  with  all  conditions 
abroad,  high  tariff,  trade  restrictions,  im¬ 
port  quotas,  food  and  drug  regulations. 
On  top  of  that  Commerce  has  its  own 
restrictions. 

EXPORT  CONTROL,  FUND  CONTROL 

They  have  and  give  information  as  to 
blacklists  or  lists  of  firms  with  which 
certain  consignees  cannot  deal;  informa¬ 
tion  on  shipping  control;  lack  of  ship¬ 
ping;  determine  which  things  are  essen¬ 
tial  for  the  war  effort  of  other  countries 
and  for  our  own. 

I  hope,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  member¬ 
ship  of  the  House  will  feel  like  putting 
this  item  into  the  appropriation  bill 
even  if  the  subcommittee  does  not  decide 
to  do  so.  The  sum  is  very  small,  only 
$430,000.  It  is  a  mere  pittance  consider¬ 
ing  the  service  rendered. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  I  want  to  commend 
the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts 
for  bringing  this  matter  so  forcefully  to 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  and  the 
House.  It  is  nothing  more  than  short¬ 
sightednesses  to  omit  money  for  this  use, 
when  it  is  so  much  needed  and  when 
such  large  results  flow  from  its  expendi¬ 
ture.  The  gentlewoman  is  to  be  con¬ 
gratulated  for  urging  it  at  this  time. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  .1 
appreciate  the  gentleman’s  contribu¬ 
tion.  We  must  do  things  positive  and 
definite  for  the  small  businessman. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  The  Chicago  area  is 
very  much  interested  in  this  item.  I  hope 


the  gentlewoman  has  included  Chicago 
among  the  names  of  the  offices  she  has 
listed. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
That  is  included  in  the  list  of  offices. 
Boston  has  an  office. 

Mr.  ROLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  ROLPH.  I  have  received  com¬ 
munications  from  San  Francisco  asking 
me  to  request  that  these  offices  be  con¬ 
tinued.  I  join  in  the  gentlewoman’s  re¬ 
quest  that  these  appropriations  be 
granted. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  It 
is  a  very  small  amount  for  the  magni¬ 
tude  of  the  work  done.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  for  his  interest. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  ANGELL.  I  should  like  to  add 
also,  coming  from  the  Portland,  Oreg., 
district,  that  my  people  are  very  much 
interested  in  this  agency.  Various  in¬ 
dustrial  enterprises  testify  to  the  great 
service  that  is  being  performed.  They 
hope  it  will  be  continued  and  urge  that 
the  appropriation  be  granted.  I  want  to 
compliment  the  gentlewoman  for  the 
fine  presentation  she  has  made  of  this 
very  important  subject. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
thank  the  gentleman  from  Oregon.  I 
believe  more  letters  will  be  coming  in 
from  all  over  the  country  just  as  soon  as 
people  realize  that  it  is  contemplated  to 
discontinue  this  greatly  valued  Govern¬ 
ment  service. 

I  cannot  understand  just  why  the  cut 
was  recommended,  because  instead  of 
there  having  been  a  decrease  in  useful 
service  there  has  been  a  5  percent  in¬ 
crease  during  the  last  year,  and  I  know 
the  intense  interest  the  Members  of  the 
House  have,  and  all  the  impassioned 
speeches  made  by  Members  in  behalf  of 
small  business  would  seem  absurd  if  they 
allowed  small  business  the  benefit  of  this 
assistance.  My  colleagues  will  not  agree 
to  give  up  this  aid  for  business. 

I  have  here  letters  from  small  busi¬ 
nessmen  of  Massachusetts,  and  also  from 
men  who  represent  large  business,  all 
saying  it  is  a  very  valuable  service  and 
begging  that  the  foreign  and  domestic 
field  offices  be  kept  open. 

The  contemplated  elimination  of  the 
appropriation  for  its  continuance  would 
be  not  only  a  serious  handicap  to  both 
large  and  small  business  but  would  re¬ 
sult  in  an  additional  expenditure  to  the 
Government  and  to  the  taxpayer,  be¬ 
cause,  in  my  judgment,  it  will  be  only  a 
question  of  time  when  Government 
agencies  who  avail  themselves  of  infor¬ 
mation  from  the  field  offices  of  the  for¬ 
eign  and  domestic  commerce,  must  set 
up  sections  in  their  own  departments  to 
handle  this  far-reaching  service  for 
trade. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  has  expired. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
Illinois  [Miss  Sumner], 


Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro¬ 
ceed  out  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  representatives  of  the  American 
people  about  to  feel  the  pangs  of  hunger 
will  begin  soon  to  take  an  interest  in 
the  problems  of  food  production.  I  think 
we  shall  wish  we  had  known  what  food 
canners  are  thinking  today  of  the  way 
Government  is  messing  up  the  food 
problem. 

Cherished  theory  of  the  O.  P.  A.  which, 
canners  think,  is  going  to  help  force 
Americans  to  try  to  keep  fit  and  do  best 
work  on  a  reducing  diet  is  the  idea  of 
making  the  food-canning  industry  label 
each  can  of  food  according  to  grade. 
The  Agricultural  Department  approves 
grade  labeling.  The  so-called  experts 
advance  arguments  which  sound  prac¬ 
tical,  except  to  canners. 

The  administration  says  that  because 
the  trade  grades  its  products  in  selling 
to  distributors  according  to  whether  a 
batch  of  cans  is  choice  or  standard,  that 
the  trade  should  not  object  to  having 
Government  inspectors  over  them  mak¬ 
ing  them  grade  each  little  can.  You 
have  to  know  the  canning  business  to 
understand  how  disgusted  canners  are  at 
the  thought  of  undertaking  such  a  diffi¬ 
cult  and  delicate  job.  The  O.  P.  A.  in¬ 
sists  that  this  is  necessary  to  prevent 
chiseling. 

In  addition,  planners  in  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Department  hope  to  buy  most  of 
the  American  canned  food  packed  this 
year,  shipping  what  the  armed  forces  do 
not  use  to  foreign  nations.  They  are 
playing  with  the  idea  of  having  each  can 
labelled  “U.  S.  A.”  in  big  letters.  This, 
they  seem  to  think,  will  advertise  and 
glorify  America,  giving  it  glamour.  The 
fact  that  the  canner’s  trade-name  may 
have  taken  him  50  years  to  build,  is  a 
valuable  property  asset  to  him,  and  that 
if  he  chisels  too  much  he  may  lose  his 
clientele  in  a  few  months  means  little  to 
the  experts.  It  means  everything  to  the 
women  of  America.  Without  the  firm’s 
name  on  a  can  they  cannot  tell  what 
they  are  buying.  They  know  what 
is  good  for  the  canner’s  business  better 
than  he  does,  they  think.  They  say  that 
all  this  will  help  him  grab  foreign  mar¬ 
kets  in  a  post-war  world.  They  are  even 
toying  with  the  idea  of  sending  pretty 
Government  lady  dietitians  on  a  junket 
to  London  and  other  foreign  cities  to 
demonstrate  American  cooking  of  Amer¬ 
ican  foods.  They  do  not  foresee  that  it 
may  not  be  such  a  pretty  spectacle  on 
the  streets  of  London  and  elsewhere  if, 
at  the  same  time,  newspapers  there  are 
carrying  the  news  of  food  riots  in  Amer¬ 
ica.  Canners  think  it  is  likely  that  with¬ 
in  12  months  we  shall  see  food  riots  in 
America. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois,  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Did  the  gentle¬ 
woman  hear  the  speech  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Taber]? 
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Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  was 
called  from  the  room  at  that  time. 

Mr.  KOFFMAN.  He  showed  us  a  book 
that  had  been  sent  him  containing  the 
picture  of  our  Chief  Executive.  Did  the 
gentlewoman  see  that? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  No. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Seriously,  does  the 
gentlewoman  think  it  might  be  contem¬ 
plated  to  have  the  President’s  picture 
on  the  cans  also? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  expect  if 
they  want  glamor  they  will  get  it. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
woman  yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  My  recollection  is 
that  this  matter  of  grade  labeling  was 
before  the  Congress  a  few  years  back 
when  the  Pure  Food  and  Drug  Act  was 
revised  and  that  the  Congress  at  that 
time,  having  heard  many  of  these  same 
arguments,  refused  to  go  along  with  the 
proposal  to  write  that  into  the  act. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  for  recalling  that  to  my  mind. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Will  the  gentlewoman 
yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Where  is  the  author¬ 
ity  in  the  O.  P.  A.  for  this  grade-labeling? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  The  bill 
is  very  broad  and  without  further  study 
I  would  not  undertake  to  say  they  had 
not  the  authority,  although  I  do  know 
that  in  rent  cases  and  in  other  cases 
they  made  the  most  fantastic  interpre¬ 
tations  of  law  that  I  have  ever  seen,  the 
kind  of  interpretations  that  only  a  man 
a  few  months  out  of  law  school  could 
make. 

Canners  are  warning  the  public  now 
that  grade  labeling  is  one  of  the  restric¬ 
tions  thought  up  by  the  administration 
that  will  help  cause  food  shortages.  Like 
many  bureaucratic  schemes,  this  plan  is 
predestine  dto  cause  damage  because,  as 
usual,  the  Government  planners  are  un¬ 
derestimating  one  of  the  most  significant 
and  potent  factors  in  business — psy¬ 
chology. 

Canners  have  been  hamstrung,  in¬ 
spected,  quiz-kidded,  and  red-taped  until 
they  are  groggy.  They  never  know  what 
fantastic  rule  the  Government  will  foist 
upon  them  next.  Neither  does  Govern¬ 
ment.  Canners  have  come  to  think  that 
whatever  Government  chooses  to  do  will 
probably  hurt  them.  Normal  times,  a 
canner  makes  good  money  in  his  business. 
It  is  a  highly  speculative  business,  how¬ 
ever.  You  gamble  a  lot  of  money  every 
year.  In  one  season  you  may,  as  the 
saying  is,  “lose  your  shirt.’’ 

Last  week  the  O.  P.  A.  finally  sum¬ 
moned  the  canners  to  Washington,  hav¬ 
ing  waited  until  the  season  for  making 
planting  plans  was  almost  over.  O.  P.  A. 
told  the  canners  it  would  fix  price  ceil¬ 
ings  which  would  take  into  consideration 
some,  but  not  all,  of  their  increased 
costs.  Canners  are  discouraged.  They 
cannot  see  their  way  ahead.  The  one 
who  worries  them  most,  apparently,  is 
Dr.  Galbraith  of  the  O.  P.  A.,  who  has 
been  well  advertised  as  a  man  who  is  an 
expert  on  all  kinds  of  businesses.  A 
walking  encyclopedia.  This  peripatetic 


pedant  should  have  gotten  his  walking 
papers  the  same  time  as  Leon  Hender¬ 
son,  who  should  have  gotten  his  sooner. 

The  canners  do  not  know  what  they 
can  depend  upon  from  Government. 
They  fear  to  assure  the  growers  that  they 
will  have  the  facilities  to  transport  vege¬ 
tables  from  farm  to  factory.  How  can 
they  be  sure  what  the  Government  will 
do  to  prevent  it?  The  canners  are  los¬ 
ing  their  key  employees.  Into  the  fac¬ 
tories,  however,  have  come  Government 
inspectors  and  accountants.  The  ac¬ 
countants  stay  in  the  factory  week  after 
week,  nosing  into  accounts,  pretending 
to  understand  them,  hanging  about  like 
the  man  who  came  to  dinner  and  stayed 
on  for  months,  eating  at  taxpayers’  ex¬ 
pense,  creating  manpower  shortages  by 
dodging  draft  or  essential  war  work. 
The  canners,  bound  and  gagged  by  O. 
P.  A.  restrictions,  never  know  when  they 
will  unintentionally  violate  one  of  the 
innumerable  restrictions  carrying  penal 
consequences  with  which  Government 
has  been  pleased  to  fetter  them.  They 
have  to  hire  high-priced  lawyers  to 
chaperon  their  activities.  Canners  are 
not  even  certain  that  they  will  have 
storage  for  this  year’s  pack.  Their  ware¬ 
houses  are  still  filled  with  last  year’s 
pack,  left  there  by  America’s  worst 
horder,  the  Government. 

Representatives  of  city  people  and 
newspapers  which  serve  city  people  have 
often  talked  as  if  the  farm  industry  were 
the  enemies  of  city  people,  maybe  be¬ 
cause  farm  representatives  boast  too 
much  of  the  little  they  are  able  to  do 
in  behalf  of  the  food  industry.  All  of 
the  American  people  should  be  as  in¬ 
terested  in  the  success  of  those  who  pro¬ 
duce,  process  or  distribute  food  as  a 
little  calf  is  interested  in  its  mother  and 
for  the  same  reason.  This  correlation 
was  not  plain  enough,  perhaps  a  year 
or  so  ago  when  we  had  our  chance  on  the 
first  and  second  price  control  bill.  May¬ 
be  it  is  still  obscure  but  tomorrow  you 
may  hear  hungry  people  demanding  why 
you  thought  price  or  politics  more  im¬ 
portant  than  food. 

With  your  permission  I  quote  as  fol¬ 
lows  from  a  letter  written  by  a  man  of 
high  caliber  who  was  formerly  President 
of  the  National  Association  of.  Canners: 

The  chances  are  that  we  will  make  up 
estimated,  costs  of  the  coming  year  and 
submit  same  to  Office  of  Price  Administration 
trying  to  get  a  readjustment.  At  these  costs 
they  have  shot  at  us  there  is  a  question 
whether  we  will  lose  more  money  operating 
heavily  than  we  would  light  and  naturally  we 
will  operate  the  way  we  are  going  to  lose  the 
least  money.  In  1941  our  factory  had  out 
8,000  acres;  1942,  7,000  acres.  This  year  on 
account  of  the  labor  situation,  we  feel  that 
6,000  acres  would  be  the  top  and  if  we  cannot 
get  by  under  these  Government  regulations 
will  drop  down  to  5,000  acres.  The  feeling  in 
Office  of  Price  Administration,  we  understand, 
is  that  by  holding  down  on  the  price  the 
canners  would  be  inclined  to  get  maximum 
production,  the  same  as  we  have  the  last  2 
years,  in  order  to  get  by.  This  is  a  nice  way 
to  think,  but  it  just  won’t  work  practically. 

The  way  the  total  picture  in  Office  of  Price 
Administration  is  working  out  is  they  have 
now  reduced  everybody  in  the  Middle  West  to 
the  same  price  for  the  same  grade,  regardless 
of  what  kind  of  quality  they  pack.  They  are 
putting  a  limit  on  each  grade  as  to  price  and 
the  good  canners  in  the  same  boat  as  the  poor 
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canners.  This,  of  course,  is  what  many  of  the 
boys  down  there  want  and  it  is  pure  social¬ 
ism  and  is  certainly  doing  more  damage  to 
our  war  effort  than  good. 

The  canning  industry  want  to  produce 
everything  they  can  and  will  if  given  a 
decent  chance,  but  it  cannot  be  done  with 
a  rope  around  our  necks  at  every  turn  we 
make.  If  this  is  what  Washington  wants, 
let  it  ride  this  way  and  take  our  punishment 
and  possibly  we  will  learn  when  it  is  too  late. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Will  the  gentlewoman 
yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentlewoman  from  Ohio. 

Mrs.  BOLTON.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
woman  know  whether  there  is  any  pro¬ 
tection  given  to  the  consuming  public 
against  poor  canning,  which  is  often 
poison  in  this  leveling  down? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  under¬ 
took  -to  point  out  briefly  that  there  is  no 
protection  for  the  housewife  when  she 
goes  down  to  shop  on  a  can  that  says  only 
“U.  S.  A.” 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Will  the  gentlewoman 
yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Is  not  the  gentlewo¬ 
man  familiar  with  the  Pure  Food  and 
Drugs  Act  and  does  she  not  know  that 
under.the  law  we  have  Federal  inspectors 
to  inspect  the  food  from  the  standpoint 
of  health  in  an  effort  to  protect  the 
health  of  the  people? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  am  no 
expert  on  that,  but  as  I  understand  it 
the  idea  is  that  there  is  a  minimum 
standard  and  you  cannot  let  your  food 
get  any  worse  than  that  or  you  are  out. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  In  addition  to  that 
may  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Association  or 
servicing  bureau  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  likewise  provides  grading 
services  in  the  different  canneries  of  the 
country  in  order  to  protect  the  house¬ 
wife. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  under¬ 
stand  the  situation  is  very  different  from 
what  they  apprehend  in  the  Department 
as  to  what  will  happen  under  this  pro¬ 
vision. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture  for  the  past  2  or  3  days 
has  been  hearing  representatives  of  the 
canning  industry. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  under¬ 
stood  so. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Also  the  O.  P.  A.  and 
at  this  morning’s  meeting  it  was  agreed 
that  the  representatives  of  the  industry 
would  meet  with  the  officials  of  O.  P.  A. 
in  the  office  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to 
work  out  all  of  the  matters  and  things  in 
controversy. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  had  lunch 
with  the  chairman  in  the  dining  room 
this  noon  and  he  informed  me  of  that. 
I  was  very  glad  to  hear  it,  and  I  was 
glad  to  be  informed  of  the  committee’s 
interest:  at  the  same  time,  as  I  pointed 
out  in  these  remarks,  tjie  industry  has 
met  with  the  O.  P.  A.  before.  I  appre¬ 
ciate  the  committee’s  help  and  I  hope  it 
will  do  more  good  than  I  expect. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  hope  the  gentle¬ 
woman  knows  I  am  not  defending  O.  P.  A. 
in  making  the  few  remarks  I  did. 
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Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  would  not 
expect  the  gentleman  to  turn  into  a 
Benedict  Arnold  to  the  food  production 
program  of  this  country  at  this  late  hour. 

Mr.  G WYNNE.  Will  the  gentlewoman 
yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GWYNNE.  If  this  controversy  and 
uncertainty  is  not  settled  soon,  the  pack 
for  this  year  will  be  reduced  to  almost 
nothing,  is  not  that  about  the  situation? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  There  are 
about  2  or  3  weeks  left.  If  they  do  not 
have  their  acreage  in  then,  it  is  gone. 
As  one  canner  said  to  me,  “Washington 
has  to  learn  that  Mother  Nature  does 
not  wait  for  politicians.” 

Mr.  ANTON  J.  JOHNSON.  Will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ANTON  J.  JOHNSON.  This  morn¬ 
ing  we  learned  in  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  that  already  deep  in  Texas, 
where  there  are  early  spring  crops,  the 
canners  have  already  closed  their  doors 
because  they  have  no  idea  what  price 
they  can  get  for  their  goods.  We  were 
told  that  10  had  already  closed.  That 
is  the  information  we  have  and  some 
more  are  going  to  close  in  the  next  few 
days.  Now,  if  I  may  make  this  further 
observation:  The  average  housewife  is 
accustomed  to  buying  not  on  grade  but 
on  packer’s  integrity  behind  his  canned 
goods,  by  his  brand,  and  when  you  re¬ 
move  that  packer’s  integrity  which 
stands  behind  that  brand,  which  has  as 
much  to  do  with  the  continuation  of  his 
business  as  the  high  standards,  you  take 
away  that  so-called  protection  and  the 
consumer  does  not  know  what  to  expect 
when  she  opens  a  can. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  She  will  see 
one  good  product,  we  do  not  advertise 
names  here,  say  from  Chicago.  She  will 
buy  that  can  of  meat  or  vegetable  for 
her  family  thinking  she  will  give  them  a 
good  dinner,  and  she  will  buy  a  product 
canned  by  another  canner  to  feed  her 
dog. 

To  conclude,  I  understand  a  resolu¬ 
tion  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  is  now  before 
the  Committee  on  Rules  to  investigate 
grade  labeling.  I  urged  the  committee 
to  give  the  House  a  chance  to  adopt  it. 
I  personally  am  willing  to  do  anything  I 
can  to  remedy  this  situation,  and  I  know 
the  House  feels  the  same  way. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  certainly  wish  to 
commend  the  gentlewoman  on  the  fine 
statement  she  has  made  about  this 
problem,  and  to  suggest  that,  in  my 
opinion,  while  at  the  moment  the  most 
critical  matter  seems  to  involve  so-called 
grade  labeling,  there  is  very  definitely 
in  the  background  a  trend  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  doing  away  with  all  brand  names 
and  trade-marks  and  doing  a  lot  of 
other  things  throughout  our  whole  econ¬ 
omy  of  production  in  respect  to  stand¬ 
ardization  and  simplification  which,  in 
my  opinion,  will  not  do  one  thing  to  pro¬ 


mote  the  war  effort  but,  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  will  hinder  the  war  effort. 

I  take  this  occasion  to  thank  the  gen¬ 
tlewoman  for  her  fine  contribution  to 
the  solution  of  this  problem  in  which 
we  are  all  interested. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  understood  the 
gentlewoman  to  say  that  someone  said 
Mother  Nature  would  not  wait  for  the 
politicians  in  Washington. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  is  correct. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Have  not  the  politi¬ 
cians  in  Washington  been  at  war  with 
the  laws  of  Mother  Nature  and  Mother 
Nature  herself  for  the  last  6  or  7  years, 
since  they  started  m  to  kill  the  pigs  and 
plow  under  the  cotton  and  all  that  re¬ 
stricted  wheat  acreage? 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  thought 
they  were  fighting  windmills,  but  maybe 
it  is  Mother  Nature. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  FolgerL 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
sought  this  time,  not  that  I  felt  myself 
capable  of  enlightening  the  Members  of 
the  House  on  the  importance  of  the  bill 
under  consideration  but  for  another  pur¬ 
pose.  As  to  this  bill,  I  was  entirely  satis¬ 
fied  when  I  read  the  bill  and  the  report, 
and  especially  heard  the  presentation  of 
the  matter  by  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee.  I  am,  therefore,  ready  to 
vote. 

I  must  be  frank  and  tell  you  that  I 
have  sought  this  time  impressed  with  the 
idea  that  we  are  in  war.  You  and  I  may 
not  so  fully  realize  it,  but  I  suspect  right 
now  the  men  and  the  boys  in  the  Solo¬ 
mon  Islands,  in  north  Africa,  and  on 
other  battlefields  of  the  world  are  quite 
sure  we  are  in  war.  What  is  disturbing 
me  perhaps  as  much  as  anything  else 
and  maybe  a  little  bit  more,  is  the  callous 
disposition  I  find  evidenced  on  the  floor 
of  this  House,  a  disposition  to  forget  to 
give  importance  to  the  realization  of  the 
fact  that  men  and  boys,  our  own  men 
and  boys,  are  dying  upon  the  fields  of 
battle.  It  brings  to  me  a  great  regret 
that  we  should  find  it  possible  to  take 
the  time  to  indulge  in  petty  politics,  we 
Members  of  the  great  Congress  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  a  country 
which  is  at  war. 

If  I  were  minded  to  debate  the  subject 
today  I  might  suggest  that  as  a  Demo¬ 
crat  I  would  be  happy  to  realize  that 
the  only  complaint  that  could  be  raised 
against  my  party  is  that  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment  has  been  allowed  to  provide  a 
cookbook  for  some  of  the  people  who 
are  engaged  in  this  terrible  conflict.  I 
might  congratulate  myself  also  as  a 
member  of  that  party  that  it  was  only 
found  important  to  bring  attention  to 
the  shortcomings  of  he  party  in  power 
by  stating  that  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  had  said  that  amidst  all 
these  hardships  and  the  pains  war  has 
brought  to  us  there  is  one  happy  con¬ 
templation,  that  it  necessarily  provides 
jobs  for  some  people. 


Maybe  a  great  deal  of  consolation 
would  not  be  found  in  that  realization  to 
the  rich,  but  it  is  not  hard  for  me  to 
visualize  the  young  boy  of  the  unpreten¬ 
tious  parents  coming  back,  being  spared 
in  the  providence  of  God  from  the  worst, 
to  our  own  country  and  to  his  home, 
walking  in  at  the  door  of  the  house  and 
saying,  “Pa,  I  know  you  are  poor,  and 
mother  did  not  have  much.  How  have 
you  got  along  since  I  have  been  in  the 
war?”  The  father  might  say,  “Son,. this 
war  has  brought  great  distress  to  our 
souls.  We  have  thought  about  you  and 
prayed  for  you  every  night  and  a  great 
many  times  in  the  day.  But  there  is 
some  incidental  blessing;  your  dad  and 
your  mother  have  had  something  to  eat 
and  to  wear,  and  I  have  had  a  job.” 

I  do  not  see  anything  so  bad  in  Mr. 
Wallace’s  making  mention  of  a  thing 
like  that.  _ 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOLGER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man,  for  whom  I  have  an  affection. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  to  convey  the  impression  to  the 
House  that  he  endorses  the  statement  of 
the  Vice  President  that  the  war,  with 
all  its  hardship  and  pain,  has  brought 
one  blessing,  and  that  the  blessing  of 
the  war  is  the  sordid  thing  of  providing 
a  job?  Does  he  mean  to  convey  the  im¬ 
pression  to  the  mother  who  has  lost  a  boy 
at  Bataan  or  in  the  Philippines  or  in  the 
Solomons  that  the  blessing  to  her,  the 
solace  to  her  heartsore,  is  the  fact  that 
somebody  else  got  a  job?  If  he  does, 
then  I  stand  on  my  original  denuncia¬ 
tion  of  the  declaration  by  the  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent  that  the  blessing  of  the  war  can  be 
the  making  of  a  job. 

Mr.  FOLGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  con¬ 
clude  that  the  gentleman  did  not  want 
to  ask  a  question  but  wanted  to  argue. 
I  am  through  with  that. 

I  want  to  read  you  something  about 
this  war.  Let  us  have  unity.  Let  us 
forget  this  partisan  politics  business  and 
rise  to  the  requirements  of  an  American 
citizen,  and  remember  the  boys  and  the 
men  who  have  yielded  themselves  will¬ 
ingly  to  the  last  measure  of  devotion  that 
is  necessary  to  protect  our  land  and  our 
homes.  I  want  to  read  you  something 
about  what  is  going  on. 

Ira  Wolfert,  a  newspaper  reporter  who 
saw  the  biggest  naval  battle  that  has 
taken  place  up  to  this  time,  unless  it  be 
the  one  that  took  place  yesterday,  was 
present  in  this  great  airplane  fight  as  a 
spectator.  I  read  what  he  has  to  say  in 
this  article  that  appears  in  the  Reader’s 
Digest  of  March  1943: 

Pour-Motored  Dog  Fight 
(Condensed  from  Battle  for  the  Solomons) 
(By  Ira  Wolfert) 

(Ira  Wolfert,  a  newspaper  reporter,  had  a 
front  seat  from  which  to  watch  the  only  big 
naval  battle  ever  fought  within  full  view  of 
shore  (A  Grandstand  View  of  Jap  Naval 
Disaster,  the  Reader’s  Digest,  February  1943). 
He  was  in  St.  Pierre-Miquelon  when  the  Free 
French  seized  it,  and  he  scooped  the  world 
on  the  news.  Aboard  a  Flying  Fortress  on 
what  was  to  be  a  routine  patrol,  he  was  par¬ 
ticipant  in  one  of  the  strangest  of  dog  fights, 
which  he  here  describes.  And  perhaps  most 
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amazing  coincidence  of  all,  he  was  in  a  plane 
just  above  the  transport  President  Coolidge 
when  it  hit  a  mine  and  sank.  Wolfert,  who 
is  33,  has  been  on  the  staff  of  the  North 
American  Newspaper  Alliance  since  1929,  cov¬ 
ering  important  assignments.  Aside  from 
his  newspaper  job  he  is  an  accomplished 
short-story  writer  whose  work  has  appeared 
in  magazines  and  anthologies.) 

First  Lt.  Ed  Loberg  was  scheduled  to  take 
his  B-17,  an  old  Flying  Fortress,  on  a  routine 
search  mission  from  Guadalcanal  and  I  de¬ 
cided  to  go  along. 

Loberg  is  a  farm  boy  from  Tigerton,  Wis. 
Co-pilot  was  Lt.  Bernays  K.  Thurston,  an 
accountancy-minded,  guitar-playing,  blues- 
loving  youth  of  23  from  Indianapolis.  First 
Lt.  Robert  D.  Spitzer,  26,  of  Anderson,  Ind., 
was  navigator  and  the  bombardier  was 
Second  Lt.  Robert  A.  Mitchell,  24,  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.  Five  noncoms  completed  the 
personnel. 

We  took  off  in  a  tropical  noontime  swollen 
with  weather.  There  were  patches  of  steam¬ 
ing  sun  lying  breathless  on  glassy  water  and 
patches  of  squalls  and  cloudbursts  rising  in 
thick  pillars  over  heaving  seas.  We  searched 
low  for  a  while,  then  climbed  to  6,000  feet 
to  give  some  Jap  a  chance  to  sneak  in  under 
us  if  he  wanted  to. 

Suddenly  Lieutenant  Loberg  called  for  bat¬ 
tle  stations.  I  looked  out  of  the  glass-en¬ 
closed  nose  where  I  stayed  through  all  that 
followed.  Far  below  us  was  one  of  our  PBY 
Navy  planes.  It  turned  and  lifted  and  fell 
like  a  bird  in  trouble.  Near  it  was  a  Ka- 
wanishi  97,  the  best  four-motored  bomber  the 
Jap  Navy  has.  It,  too,  looked  like  a  bird — 
an  eagle  bunching  itself  for  the  kill,  its 
propellers  glinting  like  claws.  Quickly  we 
muscled  in  and  took  the  fight  over. 

We  dived  so  rapidly  that  I  fell  on  my  knees 
and  couldn’t  get  up.  As  we  pulled  out,  I 
could  feel  my  cheeks  drawn  far  down  below 
my  eyes  and  everything  that  was  inside  of 
me  pressed  into  a  tight  little  bundle.  I 
became  aware  that  the  bottom  turret  guns 
were  chugging;  this  made  the  nose  buck  like 
a  riveting  machine.  Then  a  curtain  of  sooty 
gray  dropped  over  my  eyes — the  beginning 
of  black-out. 

When  we  got  on  an  even  keel,  I  could 
stand  up  again  and  look  out.  We  were  in  a 
squall.  The  rain  drummed  all  over  us  with 
a  sound  like  running  feet.  The  plane  was 
being  thrown  around  so  much  that  I  had  to 
hold  onto  the  navigator’s  table  with  two 
hands. 

“We  lost  him,”  Lieutenant  Spitzer  shouted. 
"He  ran  into  a  cloud.” 

And  we,  it  seemed,  had  gone  in  headfirst 
after  him — almost  vertically,  like  a  dive 
bomber.  At  every  window  men  stood  strain¬ 
ing  to  see  through  the  scudding  mass  of 
wind-blown  water.  We  hurtled  through  the 
cloud  and  into  blinding  sunlight  and  there 
the  Jap  was,  right  alongside  of  us,  maybe  50 
feet  away. 

Both  planes  were  firing  full  broadsides  at 
each  other.  Thousands  of  bullets  criss¬ 
crossed  through  the  narrow  spread  of  air. 
The  planes  rocked  along  side  by  side.  It  was 
a  fantastic  spectacle.  We  shuddered  under 
the  impact  of  bullet  after  bullet,  and  teetered 
and  bucked  from  the  recoil  of  our  own  guns. 

The  thousands  of  explosions  seemed  one 
vast  unending  blast.  I  could  see  a  cannon 
firing  at  us,  smoke  blowing  from  its  open 
mouth  like  frosted  breath,  and  I  could  see 
our  red  tracer  bullets  pelt  like  darts  into  the 
Jap,  ricochet  off  his  armor,  and  streak 
straight  up  into  the  air.  I  saw  the  Japs 
clearly,  shrunken  figures  huddled  over  their 
guns.  Our  men  and  their  men,  in  that  ter¬ 
rible  fire,  were  bent  over  as  if  before  a  high 
wind,  their  faces  wrinkled  and  gray,  but  they 
stood  to  it  and  kept  at  it. 

The  Jap  made  a  tight  turn.  To  keep 
away  from  the  deadly  sting  in  his  tail  and 
give  our  nose  and  side  guns  a  chance  to  work 


him  over,  we  had  to  turn  inside  him.  This 
could  have  broken  a  B-17  in  half,  but  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Loberg  did  it  neatly. 

Then  the  whole  wild  scene  was  blotted  out 
as  a  cloudburst  fell  upon  us  like  a  mountain 
of  loose  rocks.  Lieutenant  Spitzer  stepped 
away  from  his  gun,  dripping  with  perspira¬ 
tion.  “Oh  me,  oh  my,”  he  said,  as  he  pulled 
and  pinched  at  his  sweatshirt  and  blew  a 
current  of  air  from  pursed  lips.  I  looked  at 
him,  startled  that  he  should  utter  such 
mousy  words  at  such  a  time,  and  stand  there 
plucking  at  himself  like  some  plump  woman 
fretful  about  a  hot  afternoon.  He  took  off 
his  sweatshirt,  threw  it  on  the  floor  and 
went  back  to  his  gun. 

The  Jap  had  dived  into  the  cloudburst 
either  to  lose  us  or  to  maneuver  into  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  kill  us.  We  lost  him  five  times  in  the 
fight,  sometimes  for  3  or  4  minutes.  He  was 
very  brave  and  also  very  smart.  But  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Loberg  and  Lieutenant  Thurston  out- 
thought  him  every  time.  They  had  marvel¬ 
ous  help  from  the  crew,  who  kept  looking  to 
the  very  last  flicker  of  the  disappearing  Jap 
and  reporting  his  maneuverings.  Every  time 
he  plunged  into  a  cloud  and  went  racing 
along  behind  it  as  if  it  were  a  board  fence, 
we  went  after  him  and  caught  him  again 
just  as  he  was  breaking  into  the  clear. 

The  Jap  kept  close  to  the  water,  to  make 
sure  we  wouldn’t  come  in  under  him.  He 
has  no  guns  there  and  we  could  tear  his  belly 
open  with  our  top  turrets.  We  were  both 
flying  so  low  that  a  hit  on  the  controls  meant 
the  end.  There  would  not  be  time  for  any¬ 
body  to  bail  out  or  even  get  through  the 
escape  hatch  if  we  hit  the  water.  This  was 
"git  or  git  got,”  as  they  call  it  out  here. 

I  kept  thinking  of  that  and  kept  wishing 
that  our  crew  would  not  be  so  damned  smart 
every  time  the  Jap  got  lost.  I  would  say 
good  riddance  to  him  and  let  him  stay  lost. 
It  was  not  only  a  question  of  fighting  in 
weather  that  no  pilot  in  his  senses  cares  to 
meet,  and  of  stunting  and  half-rolling  and 
power-diving  the  big  Fortress  as  if  it  were  one 
of  those  BB-size  pea  shooters  meant  for  such 
dog  fights.  It  was  also  a  question  of  trying 
to  remember  what  Intelligence  had  said 
about  this  spectacular  Jap  plane,  so  that  we 
could  maneuver  our  strong  points  against  his 
weak  points — trying  to  remember  where  his 
guns  were,  and  which  of  ours  were  shot  out. 
And  the  two  pilots  had  to  do  all  this  with  a 
sergeant  firing  two  guns  right  across  in  front 
of  their  eyes. 

Lieutenant  Spitzer  got  burned  on  the  legs 
five  times  by  hot  shells,  not  one  of  which 
broke  the  skin.  I  don’t  know  just  .when  it 
happened.  Bullets  were  whisking  and 
smacking  all  around  us  throughout  the  fight. 
I  remember  once  he  rounded  his  lips  as  if 
howling,  but  I  couldn’t  hear  his  voice  in  all 
that  noise,  and  he  went  right  back  to  his 
guns,  so  I  didn’t  think  any  more  about  it. 

Lieutenant  Mitchell  was  hit  by  fragments 
from  an  armor-piercing  bullet  that  buried 
itself  deep  in  the  side  of  his  machine  gun 
and  made  a  smack  that  could  be  heard  above 
everything  else.  We  both  looked  at  him 
frightened.  He  was  standing  dazed  over  the 
gun,  his  head  bowed  and  his  face  stunned 
and  loose-looking.  I  tried  to  get  to  him,  but 
the  plane  was  bucking  terribly,  and  I  couldn’t 
move  across  the  few  inches  of  floor  without 
falling.  He  was  trying  to  balance  himself, 
his  head  rolling  slackly  on  his  neck.  Then 
he  tried  to  work  the  trigger.  No  bullets  came 
out  and  he  tried  to  lift  off  the  top  cover  to 
see  what  was  jamming  it,  but  the  cover  had 
jammed,  too. 

I  thought  he  must  be  all  right  if  he  was 
fussing  with  the  gun.  Then,  I  don’t  know 
how  long  later,  I  noticed  he  was  standing 
alongside  me.  He  put  his  lips  close  to  my 
ear.  “Where  am  I  hit,  please?”  he  asked. 
His  voice  sounded  very  soft. 

Blood  was  coming  down  his  eye  and  drop¬ 
ping  down  his  neck  into  the  golden  hairs  of 


his  bare  chest.  I  wiped  the  blood  away  with 
my  finger  and  saw  that  his  wounds  were  only 
gashes.  "My  foot  hurts,  too,”  he  said.  "I 
can’t  stand  on  it.”  He  seemed  to  think  it  was 
bad  luck  that  the  only  gun  in  the  nose  he 
could  work  lying  down  had  been  shot  out. 

Twice  we  passed  right  over  the  Jap,  so  close 
I  could  see  the  jagged  bullet  holes  we  had 
torn  in  him.  I  looked  apprehensively  at  the 
floor,  expecting  a  spew  of  bullets  and  cannon 
shells  to  come  up  through  it.  Then  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Spitzer  shouted,  “He’s  smoking.  One 
of  his  motors  is  gone.”  I  could  see  the  pro¬ 
peller  windmilling  idly. 

I  looked  at  my  watch  and  noted  the  time — 
1:01 — and  thought  how  silly  it  was  to  meas¬ 
ure  such  time  as  we  were  living  through  in 
the  standard  units  of  minutes  and  hours. 
Such  moments  as  these  are  timeless  things 
flung  out  of  the  ordinary  orderliness  of  the 
universe. 

A  moment  later  Lieutenant  Spitzer,  who 
was  still  working  his  two  guns,  shouted,  “He’s 
down!”  Lieutenant  Mitchell  was  sitting 
quietly  in  a  corner  on  a  parachute  pack.  I 
asked  him  if  he’d  like  to  have  a  look.  There 
was  an  aching  silence  in  the  nose  of  the 
plane.  Anyway,  it  seemed  like  silence.  We 
had  all  been  deafened. 

I  helped  Lieutenant  Mitchell  to  his  feet 
and  held  him  as  we  looked  at  the  somber 
spectacle  on  the  sea  below.  He  was  steady¬ 
ing  himself  against  me  with  one  hand  and 
trying  to  clear  the  blood  out  of  his  eye  with 
the  other.  Lieutenant  Spitzer  had  dropped 
his  guns  and  was  grinding  away  on  a  movie 
camera  to  provide  headquarters  with  proof 
of  the  kill. 

The  three  of  us  stood  like  that  in  the 
smother  of  quiet,  pressed  against  each  other, 
looking  out.  The  Jap  was  burning  like  a 
tanker.  There  was  an  oval  of  flame  laid  like 
a  blister  over  a  sea  as  smooth  as  skin.  The 
orange-red  flames  rolled  up  in  big,  unfurling 
billows,  flapping  like  a  flag  into  clouds  of 
black  smoke. 

There  must  have  been  acres  of  flame  when 
we  first  passed  over.  In  the  center  lay  the 
Jap  plane,  skinny  and  black  like  the  bones 
of  a  skeleton.  Two  small,  black  objects  that 
could  have  been  men  or  maybe  were  just  bits 
of  debris  were  on  the  edge  of  the  oval.  They 
were  either  trying  to  get  away  from  the 
flames  or  maybe  just  being  swirled  away  by 
the  currents  created  by  the  heat. 

We  circled  and  came  back  at  500  feet.  The 
smoke  mushroomed  high  above  us.  The  skel¬ 
eton  of  the  Jap  plane  had  disappeared  com¬ 
pletely  and  flames  covered  the  place  where 
the  two  black  objects  had  been. 

We  headed  home,  a  bullet  in  one  motor, 
two  flowering  holes  as  big  as  derby  hats  in 
our  wings,  uncounted  smaller  holes,  and  five 
guns  shot  out.  The  plane,  one  of  the  oldest 
models  still  in  use  in  this  war,  had,  in  weather 
calculated  to  hack  any  ordinary  plane  apart, 
done  spiral  dives,  banks  past  the  vertical,  and 
power  dives  that  put  us  on  the  edge  of  black¬ 
out.  Maybe  Rear  Admiral  John  McCain  didn’t 
overshoot  his  landing  so  much  when  he  called 
the  Fortress  the  best  fighter  plane  for  this 
part  of  the  world. 

On  the  way  back,  after  we  had  powdered 
Lieutenant  Mitchell  with  sulfanilamide  and 
made  him  as  comfortable  as  we  could  and  had 
jellied  over  Lieutenant  Spitzer’s  burns,  I 
wanted  music.  Music  seemed  to  be  the  only 
thing  that  would  do  and  Lieutenant  Thurs¬ 
ton  obliged  over  the  interphone  system,  sing¬ 
ing  a  marvelous  little  song. 

And  when  the  war  is  over,  we  shall  see 
those  spared,  returning  home,  saying; 
"I  am  glad  I  am  an  American  citizen  and 
have  been  privileged  to  dare  every  dan¬ 
ger  for  my  country.” 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Hoffman]. 
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Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  sev¬ 
eral  times  in  recent  days  we  have  heard 
Members  of  the  House  deplore  the  fact, 
if  it  be  a  fact,  that  from  the  well  some 
Members  indulge  in  what  is  referred  to 
as  petty  politics,  and  if  it  would  not  be 
presumptuous,  most  respectfully  and 
humbly,  it  may  be  suggested  that  those 
who  so  characterize  the  speeches  or  the 
observations  of  their  colleagues,  should 
give  the  Members  a  chart  to  guide  them 
so  that  each  and  every  Member  of  the 
House  might  avoid  the  error  of  carping 
political  criticism,  of  indulging  in  petty 
political  talk.  Probably  it  would  be  ad¬ 
mitted  by  most,  at  least,  that  whatever  a 
Member  says  from  the  well  of  the  House, 
is  by  him  considered  important,  other¬ 
wise  it  would  not  be  said.  A  gentleman 
sitting  on  the  left  here  said  to  me  awhile 
ago,  “Why  is  it  that  some  Members  do 
not  stay  and  listen  to  me?”  He  said  there 
were  only  a  few  present  whenever  he 
•talked.  My  suggestion  to  him  was  this, 
“Why  do  you  not  follow  the  course  that  I 
take — talk  so  often  that  after  a  while 
you  get  a  majority  of  the  Members,  be¬ 
cause  they  cannot  all  stay  away  all  the 
time.”  I  said  to  him,  “Now,  perhaps  you 
may  walk  out  today  when  I  talk,  but  to¬ 
morrow,  when  another  Member  from 
California  happens  to  be  here,  he  will 
listen  to  me,  and  I  get  him,  and  the  next 
day  another,  and  so  on  down  the  line,  and 
eventually  several  have  listened  to  me, 
because  they  will  not  feel  that  they  can 
walk  away  when  there  are  so  few  here, 
because  their  departure  would  be  so 
much  more  noticeable.” 

Today  I  heard  something  well  worth 
while  from  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ramspeck],  a  member 
of  the  Labor  Committee,  who  is  also 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Civil 
Service.  He  seemed  to  deplore  the  fact 
that  the  Labor  Committee  was  given  the 
run-around.  I  too  deplore  that  fact, 
but  I  am  inclined  to  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Ran¬ 
dolph]  that  the  Labor  Committee  de¬ 
serves  that  run-around.  I  recall  that 
for  something  like  2  years  the  Labor 
Committee  has  not  been  doing  anything. 

I  can  understand  why  it  is  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Naval  Affairs,  and  the  commit¬ 
tee  charged  with  legislation  having  to  do 
with  the  operation  of  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment,  have  grown  impatient  when  they 
find  production  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
has  been  hindered  and  curtailed  because 
of  labor  troubles. 

We  all  realize  that  this  question  of 
production  of  food  is  a  vital  one,  and  we 
all  realize  that  the  labor  situation  raises 
issues  here  which  must  be  decided  and 
decided  correctly.  We  can  start  with 
the  assumption  that  the  Army  and  the 
Navy  will  do  their  part.  We  need  not 
worry  about  them,  about  those  in  charge 
of  the  fighting  end  of  the  war.  In  the 
first  place,  we  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  fighting  or  how  to  do  it,  and  in 
the  second  place,  we  have  the  utmost 
confidence  not  only  in  the  courage  but 


in  the  ability  of  those  charged  with  the 
task  of  carrying  on.  So  let  us  just  forget 
for  the  moment  the  Army  and  the  Navy, 
and  remember  that  we  have  many  pro¬ 
blems  that  confront  this  problem  of  get¬ 
ting  the  men  to  perform  the  work  in  the 
factories. 

I  notice  another  member  of  the  Labor 
Committee  here,  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden].  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ramspeck] 
told  us  that  there  was  in  prospect  a 
meeting  of  the  Labor  Committee,  but  that 
committee  will  not  have  anything  to  do, 
I  am  afraid,  unless  it  avoids  further 
delay.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Ramspeck]  suggests  that  we  should 
learn  what  is  the  underlying  cause  of 
a  lack  of  a  full  measure  of  production; 
why  it  is  that,  for  example,  we  have 
absenteeism,  and  why  it  is  that  we  have 
had  strikes  all  through  the  duration, 
and  why  it  is  that  we  have  a  shortage 
of  production.  He  was  correct  in  stat¬ 
ing  that  we  have  here  no  official  record 
made  before  a  committee  of  Congress 
showing  why  we  are  not  getting  produc¬ 
tion  as  we  should,  although  we  have  sur¬ 
prised  the  world  with  the  production  we 
are  getting.  In  my  judgment,  most 
Members  know  why.  It  goes  back  to  the 
sit-down  strikes  which  began  the  last 
day  in  December  1936,  when  certain 
organizers  and  labor  politicians— do  not 
confuse  those,  gentlemen,  with  the  work¬ 
ers;  they  are  not  workers;  they  are  just 
skimming  the  cream  off  the  workers’  pay 
checks — when  certain  organizers  and 
labor  politicians  took  over  those  facto¬ 
ries  in  Michigan  and  were  sustained  in 
their  efforts  by  the  State  government  in 
Michigan,  and  the  National  Government 
in  Washington,  and  were  permitted  to 
carry  on  those  sit-down  strikes.  It  was 
then  that  we  started  a  snowball  of  care¬ 
lessness  rolling  downhill,  gaining  impe¬ 
tus  with  every  foot  it  rolled,  and  from 
that  time  on  those  racketeers  and  poli¬ 
ticians  have  been  in  the  saddle,  and  they 
are  the  source  of  the  trouble  that  we  now 
have. 

Here  is  an  article  which  I  will  ask  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  extend  in  the 
Record,  in  today’s  press,  an  A.  P.  dis¬ 
patch.  It  says  at  the  top,  “Admiral  says 
union  forced  ship  walkout.”  The  sub¬ 
stance  of  it  is  that  out  in  California  the 
unions  suspended  one  man  and  fined 
three  others  because  they  worked  on  a 
Christmas  week-end  in  violation  of  a 
union  order.  So  the  union  suspended 
one  and  fined  three  and  some  of  them 
walked  out  because  of  that  suspension. 
Others,  it  is  said,  walked  out  in  support 
of  the  union.  There  was  a  union  order 
punishing  men  who  wanted  to  work  and 
perform  their  jobs  as  usual. 

The  suggestion  I  want  to  make  is  that 
the  labor  committee  might  look  into  that,- 
and  similar  incidents.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden],  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ramspeck] 
of  the  majority  party — the  majority 
party  has  control  of  that  committee — are 
here  and  I  am  sure  they  are  greatly  wor¬ 
ried  over  the  situation.  Some  of  us  on 
the  minority  side  will  go  along.  That 
committee  has  not  performed  its  duty  in 
the  past.  So  the  Labor  Committee,  I  be¬ 


lieve,  has  become  known  as  the  sit-down 
committee  of  the  House.  We  just  do  not 
function.  Now,  do  we?  If  I  am  in  error, 
I  hope  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  will  correct  me.  I  would  like  to  hear 
what  he  has  to  say  on  that. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  just  wondering 
why  the  gentleman  keeps  referring  to 
me  when  the  gentleman  is  on  that  same 
sit-down  committee  and  is  sitting  down 
for  the  same  reason  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  is  sitting  down.  That  is 
because  the  committee  has  not  been 
called  together  and  the  chairman  has  not 
seen  fit  to  put  us  to  work.  I  do  not  know 
that  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  or 
myself  could  do  very  much  about  run¬ 
ning  the  committee  at  all  one  way  or  the 
other  until  the  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  calls  a  meeting  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  can  agree  with 
what  you  said  except  one  thing.  You 
said,  “Because  the  chairman  has  not  put 
us  to  work.”  I  will  go  one  step  further. 
The  chairman  has  not  let  us  work.  The 
gentleman  will  accept  that  correction, 
will  he  not?  You  are  not  waiting  to  be 
put  to  work  any  more  than  I  am.  You 
are  rarin’  to  go  but  you  cannot  get 
started  because  the  chairman  will  not 
open  the  door  and  let  us  out.  She  will 
not  call  a  meeting. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  think  in  all  fair¬ 
ness  there  ought  to  be  a  distinction  made 
between  last  session  and  this  session  on 
that  particular  point.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  knows  that  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  New  Jersey  was  quite  ill 
around  the  first  of  the  year  and  just 
came  back  to  the  House  the  middle  of 
this  week. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  That  is  right.  Let 
that  show  in  the  Record.  She  has  been 
ill  this  session;  but  last  session  she  was 
around  all  right.  And  this  year  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ramspeck], 
the  ranking  member  on  that  committee, 
has  been  here.  She  was  right  here,  as  I 
recall,  as  was  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  who  is  the  next  ranking  mem¬ 
ber,  and  yet  we  did  not  get  anywhere. 
We  did  not  get  started. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  have  introduced 
several  bills  which  I  think  would  help 
on  this  situation,  but  they  have  been 
shifted  around,  the  Labor  Committee 
over  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
That  committee  so  far  has  not  taken  any 
action  on  them.  I  agree  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ramspeck]  in 
his  remarks  made  a  moment  ago  that 
we  should  have  a  hearing  on  the  whole 
matter,  but  I  fear  the  action  comes  too 
late.  I  think  we  are  about  3  years  late 
on  starting  our  hearings.  But  “better 
late  than  never,”  as  the  saying  goes. 

If  the  gentleman  can  tell  me  anything 
I  can  do  to  hasten  a  meeting  or  get  a 
hearing  so  that  the  Labor  Committee 
can  get  out  from  under  this — would  you 
call  it  a  cloud  of  distrust,  or  whatever 
it  is  we  stand  in  before  the  House — the 
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House  does  not  have  any  use  for  the 
Labor  Committee.  I  will  be  glad  to  help. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  will  say  it  is  true 
that  a  great  many  Members  of  the  House 
and  a  great  many  people  in  the  country 
have  felt  that  the  Labor  Committee  was 
not  willing  to  legislate.  I  think  that  is  an 
unfortunate  situation. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  But  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Well,  there  is  some 
justification  for  it,  yes;  although  not  as 
much  as  some  people  would  say.  We  did 
bring  in  a  bill  here  in  December  1941, 
and  the  House  rejected  it  and  substituted 
the  Smith  bill,  which  I  think  was  too 
drastic.  If  we  had  passed  a  more  mod¬ 
erate  bill,  we  might  have  gotten  some 
legislation  at  that  time.  But  this  is  a 
new  Congress  and  a  new  committee. 
The  Republicans  have  a  larger  repre¬ 
sentation.  We  have  some  new  Demo¬ 
crats  on  the  committee.  The  chairman 
has  called  a  meeting  for  next  Tuesday, 
and  I  hope  we  are  going  to  work. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  am  glad  of  that 
and  I  hope  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
and  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina — he  wanted  to  know  why  I  referred 
to  him.  I  referred  to  him  because  occa¬ 
sionally  when  the  Labor  Committee  met 
I  noticed  he  was  familiar  with  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  labor  legislation  and  labor  condi¬ 
tions  and  that  his  views  were  sound  and 
he  wanted  to  do  something — will  insist 
that  the  Labor  Committee  do  some  real 
work. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Is  the  gentleman  fuss¬ 
ing  with  me  or  is  he  my  friend? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Well,  if  you  do  not 
tell  anyone  who  said  it,  I  will  say  I  am 
not  fussing  with  you  and  I  am  honored 
to  be  considered  your  friend.  In  my  dis¬ 
trict,  where  labor  is  organized,  the  rank 
and  file  pay  no  attention  at  all  to  the 
so-called  leaders.  They  go  along,  do 
their  work,  pay  their  taxes  and  their 
debts,  take  care  of  their  families,  go  to 
church  on  Sunday  and  vote  the  way  they 
please.  The  prospect  of  the  Labor  Com¬ 
mittee  going  to  work  next  Tuesday  is  an 
encouraging  one.  Let  the  Speaker  as¬ 
sign  to  us  for  consideration  some  of  the 
bills  which  have  been  offered.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my 
time. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  yield  15  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Barden], 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman  and 
ladies  and  gentlemen  of  the  House,  I 
want  to  discuss  for  a  few  minutes  a  prob¬ 
lem  confronting  this  Nation  which,  I 
think,  is  being  dealt  with  in  a  very  in¬ 
adequate  manner.  I  speak  of  the  food 
problem.  The  question  is  not  now  one  of 
profit  to  the  farmer;  it  is  a  question  of 
food  for  the  Nation. 

We  may  pass  orders,  rules,  and  regu¬ 
lations  for  rationing,  but  if  we  have  no 
food  the  rationing  card  would  provide  a 
rather  poor  diet.  I  have  just  been  to  the 
O.  P.  A.  I  went  down  for  a  conference 
with  Mr.  Brown.  I  have  conferred  with 
others  in  that  Department.  They  are 
perfectly  delightful  gentlemen.  I  do  not 
wish  to  indict  them  personally,  but  I 


have  yet  to  find  a  single  one  of  them  who 
can  speak  the  farmer’s  language  or  who 
seems  to  be  familiar  with  the  farmer’s 
problems. 

The  particular  commodity  we  dis¬ 
cussed  at  the  time  I  called  on  the  Di¬ 
rector  happened  to  be  Irish  potatoes.  In 
one  county  in  my  district  there  are  ap¬ 
proximately  one-half  million  bags  of 
potatoes  produced. 

All  around  this  county  there  are  lo¬ 
cated  defense  projects.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  has  been  very  solicitous 
of  the  conditions  in  those  projects,  but 
not  one  minute’s  time  has  been  given  to 
trying  to  solve  the  problems  of  the  men 
who  are  feeding  the  men  who  are  doing 
the  work. 

Up  went  labor  prices.  Certainly  I  am 
not  opposed  to  improving  living  stand¬ 
ards,  living  conditions,  or  increasing 
wages  to  a  reasonable  degree.  All  my 
life  I  have  tried  to  earn  more  in  order 
that  I  might  be  better  prepared  to  take 
care  of  my  family,  and  that  is  the  ambi¬ 
tion  of  every  honorable  man.  Yet  the 
wages  have  gone  up  until  day  labor 
draws,  I  think  now,  approximately  80  to 
90  cents  an  hour  in  some  cases.  That  is 
all  right  if  the  Government  wants  to  pay 
it,  and  certainly  the  man  who  labors  is 
not  to  be  blamed  for  trying  to  get  it,  but 
how  is  a  man  in  that  same  community 
going  to  produce  an  agricultural  com¬ 
modity  with  the  price  fixed  on  that  com¬ 
modity  by  the  O.  P.  A.  which  will  not  per¬ 
mit  him  to  pay  15  cents  an  hour?  The 
man  who  does  not  have  any  better  sense 
than  to  work  on  one  side  of  the  road  at 
15  cents  an  hour  when  he  can  get  75 
cents  on  the  other  I  doubt  has  sufficient 
judgment  to  be  of  much  use  on  the  farm. 
To  me  it  is  fundamental  that  if  you  in¬ 
crease  labor  cost,  then  the  price  of  those 
products  of  which  labor  is  a  part  must 
of  necessity  be  increased  in  proportion, 
and  that  is  true  whether  the  product 
happens  to  be  shoes  or  potatoes. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  my  colleague 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  gentleman  has 
mentioned  the  price  of  potatoes.  This 
morning  I  received  a  complaint  from  a 
farmer  that  he  is  having  to  pay  $6.50  a 
bag  for  seed  potatoes.  Who  is  receiving 
that  profit? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  do  not  know,  but  if 
the  profit  is  going  to  the  right  crowd  my 
guess  is  that  there  will  not  be  one  word 
said  or  one  thing  done  to  correct  it.  They 
have  fixed  the  minimum  price.  In  other 
words,  the  Government  will  protect  the 
price  at  $2.25  per  hundred;  the  maximum 
price  they  have  fixed  at  $2.40.  Seed  po¬ 
tatoes  are  selling  today  in  my  district 
for  $7.50  per  bag.  On  last  Saturday 
evening  I  bought  4  pounds  of  potatoes 
and  paid  25  cents  for  them. 

I  submitted  some  prices  and  figures  to 
Mr.  Brown.  I  am  going  to  tell  you  the 
frank,  honest  truth  about  this  and  I 
challenge  any  man  in  this  House  to  deny 
it:  Because  some  organized  minorities  in 
this  country  have  called  for  cheap  food 
at  the  farmer’s  expense,  the  O.  P.  A.  is 
willing  to  gamble  with  the  proposition 
of  having  enough  food  and  are  willing  to 
use  the  farmer’s  labor  at  less  than  a  liv¬ 


ing  wage  in  order  to  gratify  the  desires 
and  demands  of  those  small  minorities. 

It  is  not  a  question  of  profit  to  the 
farmer;  I  tell  you  it  is  a  question  of  food 
for  this  country. 

One  man  who  for  10  years  has  planted 
300  acres  of  potatoes  told  Mr.  Brown: 

I  have  cut  my  crop  to  50  acres  because  I 
cannot  raise  potatoes  at  the  price  you  have 
fixed  and  I  am  going  to  sell  my  seed  for 
eating  potatoes. 

I  sometimes  wonder  if  we  are  not  con¬ 
fronting  a  more  serious  shortage  of  com¬ 
mon  sense  than  of  labor.  The  young 
farmers  of  America  are  going  into  the 
service  and  answering  the  draft  call  un¬ 
hesitatingly.  They  are  not  calling  for 
exemptions,  but  by  permitting  them  to 
go  we  are  losing  our  best  food  producers 
and  then  trying  to  substitute  rationing 
for  production  which  has  resulted  in 
using  thousands  of  men,  many  of  them 
young  men,  to  handle  the  program. 

Any  man  worthy  of  being  called  a  man 
is  willing  to  make  whatever  sacrifice 
necessary  to  furnish  food  and  comfort 
for  his  family,  likewise  he  should  be 
willing  to  make  any  sacrifice  necessary 
for  the  safety  and  protection  of  his  coun¬ 
try — but  I  am  sorry  to  say  there  are  still 
too  many  people  in  this  country  who 
have  their  eyes  more  closely  fixed  on 
profits,  money,  shorter  hours,  less  work 
and  more  pay  than  on  the  American  flag 
and  the  boys  who  are  defending  it. 

The  average  farmer  works  from  10  to 
14  hours  per  day.  If  the  other  100,- 
000,000  people  in  America  would  work 
the  same  number  of  hours  per  week  as 
the  farmers  and  their  helpers,  there 
would  not  be  any  labor  shortage.  Now 
let  someone  deny  that.  I  would  like  to 
read  here  a  statement  made  recently  in 
a  speech  by  Capt.  Eddie  Rickenbacker: 

If  12  men  work  10  hours  a  day  instead  of  8, 
they  gain  24  hours — a  day  and  a  night.  If 
12,000,000  men  work  on  the  same  basis,  they 
gain  1,000,000  days  and  nights. 

Assuming  300  work  days  to  a  year,  the  total 
gain  of  those  men — in  1  day — is  3,333  work 
years,  the  equivalent  of  3,333  men  working 
24  hours  a  day  for  a  year  or  10,000  men  work¬ 
ing  8  hours  a  day  for  a  year. 

Those  figures  seem  unbelievable — but  they 
are  true.  Figure  it  out  for  yourself.  Let  the 
men  who  are  walking  out  of  war  production 
plants  at  the  end  of  8  hours  of  work  figure 
it  out. 

The  most  valuable  weapon  we  can  develop 
is  time— precious  hours  and  days  which  will 
speed  production  of  ships  and  planes  and 
all  the  munitions  of  war.  That  is  the  biggest 
advantage  which  Germany  and  Japan  had 
over  us — the  time  to  prepare  for  war. 

Time  is  the  essence  of  our  victory.  That  is 
why  the  enemy  seeks  to  war  on  civilians — to 
destroy  production  time. 

Men  who  destroy  time  by  refusing  to  work 
are  equally  as  effective  in  their  result  as  a 
completely  successful  air  raid  by  the  enemy. 

The  hideous  part  of  our  time  destruction 
is  that  it  is  being  done  by  men  who  call  them¬ 
selves  loyal  Americans.  They  do  not  seem  to 
realize  that  by  their  very  acts  they  are  put¬ 
ting  themselves,  their  families,  their  liberty, 
and  freedom  in  peril. 

If  they  can’t  understand  that,  then  a  way 
must  be  found  to  make  them  understand. 
We  must  gain  time. 

For  minutes  are  lives — they’re  falling — 
brave  American  boys- — soldiers,  sailors,  ma¬ 
rines,  and  aviators — yes;  even  civilians. 

Those  men  are  going  to  continue  to  fall, 
and  the  sorrow  will  continue  to  spread  until 
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we  do  something  about  it.  The  longer  the 
war  continues,  the  more  boys  will  fall.  That 
Is  the  story  of  war.  It  kills — and  kills — and 
kills. 

Can’t  you  see  what  it  all  means?  Surely 
we  are  fighting  treacherous,  ruthless  foes  to 
protect  our  country,  and  to  preserve  our  lib¬ 
erty.  But  every  hour  of  effort,  every  Defense 
Bond  we  buy,  every  bit  of  material  we  save, 
everything  we  do  right  now  can  be  measured 
in  lives. 

Time — what  we  do  now — that  is  the  im¬ 
portant  thing.  Every  day  we  move  closer 
and  closer  to  victory;  every  hour  we  save, 
yes,  every  minute  we  cut  from  the  length  of 
the  war,  means  lives — lives  of  our  American 
boys — boys  who  will  not  be  killed  because  the 
war  will  have  ended. 

What  further  inspiration  do  we  need  to  do 
something  about  it — now? 

And  yet  the  farmer  is  called  upon  to 
produce  more  with  less  labor,  less  ma¬ 
chinery  at  more  cost  to  be  sold  for  less 
than  cost  of  production  in  many  cases. 
But  you  can  count  on  him  to  do  his  best. 
He  will  not  be  among  those  who  make 
the  newspaper  headlines,  by  walking 
out  of  airplane  plants,  refusing  to  work 
over  40  hours  per  week  or  48  hours  per 
week  without  double  pay,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  going  to  be  too 
late  in  just  a  few  days,  not  a  few  weeks, 
it  is  going  to  be  too  late. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  is  not 
either  directing  or  influencing  the  prices 
fixed.  I  make  that  statement  after  some 
very  careful  investigations  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture.  They  are  tak¬ 
ing  orders,  not  giving  them. 

There  is  being  raised  quite  a  hulla¬ 
baloo  about  the  solution  of  the  farm 
labor  problem.  Some  propose  to  solve 
it  by  enlisting  about  3,000,000,  I  think 
they  say,  farm  laborers  from  the  cities, 
and  then  they  are  going  to  have  the 
high-school  boys  and  girls  help  end  the 
farmers’  labor  problems. 

I  just  want  to  say  this  to  you  gentle¬ 
men,  that  the  average  farmer  down  in 
my  district  just  laughs  at  any  such 
statement.  Necessity  has  forced  him  to 
be  a  practical  man.  It  takes  longer  to 
train  farm  workers  than  it  does  electric 
welders.  You  cannot  go  out  on  the 
streets  and  pick  up  just  anybody  and 
make  a  farm  worker  out  of  him.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  even  the  mules 
would  show  resentment  against  any 
such  practice.  They  just  simply  would 
not  know  which  end  of  a  mule  to  put  a 
bridle  on.  The  farmers  are  not  going 
to  mortgage  their  homes  and  borrow 
money  to  put  seed  in  the  ground  on  any 
such  assurance  as  that. 

You  have  heard  the  story  about  The 
rancher  who  hired  a  city  boy  to  herd  his 
sheep.  The  boy  was  out  until  way  late 
in  the  afternoon,  in  the  evening,  and 
even  after  dark.  Finally  he  came  in 
with  the  sheep.  He  went  to  the  house 
and  reported  to  the  man  and  said:  “I 
did  not  have  much  trouble  with  the 
sheep,  but  those  lambs  were  the  worst 
things  I  ever  tried  to  drive.” 

The  rancher  said,  “Lambs?  I  haven’t 
any  lambs.” 

The  boy  said,  “Well,  you’ve  got  some 
now;  you  come  out  to  the  barn  and  look.” 

So  out  he  went  to  see  the  lambs,  and 
found  that  the  city  boy  had  rounded  up 
nine  big  jack  rabbits  along  with  the 
sheep.  This  may  be  a  little  extreme,  but 


it  is  not  much  of  an  exaggeration  of  the 
type  of  experience  they  would  have  if 
they  tried  to  work  entirely  with  city 
labor. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  gentleman  was 
raised  as  a  farm  boy;  so  was  I.  From 
the  gentleman’s  remarks  I  should  as¬ 
sume  that  these  people  would  not  know 
which  end  of  the  mule  to  put  the  crupper 
on. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  is 
about  right. 

The  farmers  must  have  not  only 
trained  labor,  but  equipment.  I  am  not 
here  just  fussing;  I  do  not  want  to  be 
just  quarreling.  I  have  talked  to  North 
Carolina  four  times  in  the  last  3  days, 
spent  3  weeks’  time,  and  have  already 
talked  twice  today  trying  to  get  a  piece 
of  tractor  equipment  for  a  man  to  finish 
planting  his  crop.  I  know  these  O.  P.  A. 
and  W.  P.  B.  folks  are  confused,  but  I 
think  it  is  high  time  somebody  began  to 
talk  some  farm  sense  down  there  in  the 
department.  At  this  point  I  want  to 
read  a  letter  from  one  of  my  farmers  and 
a  card  from  the  company  he  refers  to: 

New  Bern,  N.  C.,  February  27,  1943. 
Hon.  Graham  A.  Barden, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  We,  the  farmers  of  America,  have 
been  called  on  to  produce  all  the  foods  and 
other  war  essentials  possible,  which  we  will 
gladly  do;  but  we  must  have  the  necessary 
farm  equipment. 

Since  my  brother  was  drafted  from  the 
farm  in  May  1942,  I  had  to  sell  out  my  service 
station  and  return  to  the  farm. 

I  received  my  call  and  reported  to  Fort 
Bragg  on  December  6,  1942,  for  medical  ex¬ 
amination,  but  rejected,  due  to  physical  con¬ 
dition. 

In  my  check-up  of  farm  equipment,  my 
truck  was  in  very  bad  condition  (1931  Model 
A  Ford  truck)  and  my  tractor  tandem  har¬ 
row  was  beyond  repair,  being  purchased  In 
1920. 

After  filing  an  application  for  purchase  of 
a  new  tractor  harrow  and  two-horse  farm 
wagon  with  the  county  war  board  on  Decem¬ 
ber  10,  1942,  I  received  a  certificate  for  pur¬ 
chase  of  harrow  and  wagon  on  January  8, 
1943. 

I  contacted  the  McCormick-Deering  dealer 
here,  but  he  didn’t  have  a  harrow  or  wagon 
in  stock.  He  called  by  phone  to  dealers  in 
Washington,  Raleigh,  and  Charlotte,  N.  C., 
but  couldn’t  locate  either. 

A  few  days  later  a  salesman  informed  me 
that  he  saw  a  harrow  of  my  description  in 
Fayetteville,  N.  C.  (130  miles).  The  next  day 
I  drove  my  car,  with  farm  trailer,  to  Fayette¬ 
ville,  but  the  harrow  had  been  sold.  On  my 
return,  I  stopped  in  every  town  and  all  farm- 
equipment  dealers  in  each  town,  but  no  luck. 

On  February  1,  1943,  I  received  a  report 
that  I  could  buy  a  wagon  in  Goldsboro,  N.  C. 
(70  miles),  but  the  only  wagons  there  were 
old  Army  wagons  from  World  War  No.  1, 
without  body.  It  was  very  necessary  that  I 
get  a  wagon  of  some  kind,  as  my  only  other 
means  of  hauling  on  the  farm  was  with  my 
old  1931  Ford  truck;  therefore  I  bought  a 
wagon  for  $110,  without  body. 

On  this  same  trip  I  located  a  tractor  har¬ 
row,  so  returned  for  it  the  next  day. 

A  few  days  later  I  wrote  the  Hackney 
Wagon  Co.,  Wilson,  N.  C.,  for  a  wagon  body, 
but  received  a  reply  that  they  were  allowed 
only  25  percent  production  of  their  194(J  busi¬ 
ness.  Now,  lumber  is  frozen,  so  I  can’t  buy 
the  necessary  lumber  to  build  a  wagon  body. 

Two  weeks  ago  I  bought  a  pair  of  mules,  to 
make  a  total  of  six  on  my  farm,  but  find  it 
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is  very  difficult  to  buy  harness.  Couldn’t  buy 
bridles  or  hames  in  seven  stores  in  New 
Bern,  so  a^ter  calling  other  towns,  located 
bridles  in  Morehead  City  (35  miles),  and 
hames  in  Washington,  N.  C.  (35  miles). 

To  buy  farm  equipment  is  very  serious  as 
we  get  the  same  answers  from  all  of  the 
dealers:  “We  have  had  it  ordered  from  3  to  6 
months,”  or  "the  company  has  gone  out  of 
business  for  the  duration.” 

At  this  particular  time  the  manufacturers 
of  farm  equipment  should  be  forced  to  make 
our  implements,  rather  than  be  cut  75  percent 
on  production. 

It  is  also  expensive  locating  this  equip¬ 
ment  as  I  drove  my  car  over  700  miles,  and  at 
present  it  is  very  necessary  that  I  get  a  wagon 
body,  and  a  fertilizer  distributor  to  carry  on 
my  farm  operations  for  1943. 

This  is  a  summary  of  the  larger  equipment 
we  are  in  need  of,  as  it  would  require  a  book 
to  list  the  smaller  articles  that  could  be 
necessary  in  farm  operation. 

Yours  very  truly, 

Joe  D.  Williams. 

Wilson,  N.  C.,  February  13,  1943. 
Mr.  J.  D.  Williams, 

New  Bern,  N.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  We  thank  you  for  your  inquiry 
of  the  10th,  relative  to  wagon  bodies.  Am 
sorry  to  have  to  advise  that  we  are  not  in 
position  at  this  time  to  ship  a  body.  Our 
quota  on  them  is  only  25  percent  of  1940 
business,  which  isn’t  anything  like  enough  to 
fill  the  orders  we  have  on  hand. 

Regretting  that  we  cannot  supply  your 
needs  at  this  time,  we  are 
Yours  truly, 

The  Hackney  Wagon  Co.,  Inc. 

The  farmers  are  cutting  the  potato 
crops;  they  are  going  to  cut  the  next 
crop.  The  farmer  must  have  equipment; 
he  must  have  labor.  The  average  man 
does  not  stop  to  think  that  the  fertilizer 
for  1  acre  of  potatoes,  which  is  just  a 
little  plot  of  dirt  70  yards  square,  costs 
$37.50  and  the  seed  costs  $28. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  5  additional  minutes  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  According  to  the  1942 
figures  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  the  experiment  station  of  the  State 
College  of  North  Carolina,  in  actual  tests 
the  results  showed  that  an  acre  of  pota¬ 
toes  at  the  prevailing  price  of  $1  per 
bushel,  which  is  only  about  $1.75  per 
hundred,  and  figuring  15  cents  an  hour 
for  the  preparatory  work,  not  counting 
other  labor  which  amounted  to  87  hours 
on  that  1  acre  of  potatoes,  when  they 
sold  the  potatoes  off  that  acre  they  had 
$8.29  with  which  to  pay  for  87  hours  of 
labor;  yet  Mr.  Brown,  in  his  statement 
to  me,  said  he  used  those  figures  in  arriv¬ 
ing  at  the  present  price  of  potatoes. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Gladly. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  In  connection  with 
the  same  type  of  calculations,  what  do 
the  county  agents  show,  for  instance,  in 
the  allowance  of  wages  per  man-hour 
and  per  mule-hour  on  the  cotton  crop 
in  that  area,  for  instance? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  have  the  figures  here, 
but  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  that  right 
now  because  cotton  is  going  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  later. 
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Mr.  CRAWFORD.  It  will  show  up  in 
the  gentleman’s  statement  then? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  can  do  that;  I  have 
those  figures  on  cotton. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Has  the  gentleman 
ever  found  a  county  agent  who  knew 
what  it  did  cost? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Before  they  made  chief 
clerks  out  of  the  county  agents  I  found 
them  to  be  pretty  helpful  fellows.  For 
2  or  3  years  they  have  just  made  them 
chief  clerks  in  the  office.  The  policy 
has  been  changed  this  year  and  they  are 
back  in  the  field  doing  a  good  piece  of 
work.  I  cannot  quarrel  with  them  now 
since  they  are  back  in  the  field,  but  I 
have  done  a  great  deal  of  talking  about 
them  during  the  3  years  before  they 
went  back  to  their  field  work. 

Getting  back  to  this  price-fixing  busi¬ 
ness,  I  suggested  to  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  one  of  the  higher-ups,  that 
if  it  was  true,  as  they  contended,  that 
such  a  large  percentage  of  the  crop  was 
needed  for  lend-lease  and  so  many  bush¬ 
els  of  potatoes  were  needed  for  the  armed 
forces,  why  did  they  not  estimate  the 
number  of  bushels  they  were  going  to 
need  and  contract  for  them  at  a  fair 
price?  That  is  the  way  private  business 
would  do  it. 

Here  we  are  lumbering  into  this  sea¬ 
son  with  no  assurance  of  an  adequate 
supply,  hoping  that  the  people  will  raise 
enough  potatoes  and  enough  other  com¬ 
modities  to  feed  not  only  our  country  but 
the  world,  yet  they  say,  “No;  we  must  not 
raise  the  price  of  potatoes  to  $2.50  or 
$2.75  per  hundred,  but  we  want  $100,- 
000,000  to  subsidize  it.”  That  does  not 
make  sense  to  me.  If  the  price  of  $2.25 
and  $2.40  is  a  fair  price,  then  the  subsidy 
is  not  needed,  and  if  it  is  not  a  fair  price, 
why  did  they  fix  the  price  to  be  $2.25 
and  $2.40? 

What  difference  does  it  make  if  the 
Government  subsidizes  the  clothes  I 
have  on  to  the  extent  of  $10?  I  will  get 
the  suit  temporarily  $10  cheaper,  but  in 
the  long  run  I  will  pay  back  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  not  only  the  $10  they  paid  on 
my  suit  but  all  handling  charges,  which 
will  amount  to  almost  $10.  Now,  why 
do  we  not  go  ahead  and  fix  these  prices 
and  take  into  consideration  the  labor 
cost?  I  am  going  to  give  you  the  figures 
furnished  me  by  the  Department  show¬ 
ing  how  they  arrived  at  $2.40  per  bag, 
and  in  so  doing  I  want  to  assure  you  that, 
in  my  opinion,  the  figures  are  more  hu¬ 
morous  than  informative: 

In  the  case  of  North  Carolina,  the  pertinent 
figures  are  repeated  as  follows: 

Cents  per  cwt. 


United  States  parity  as  estimated  for 

July  1,  1943 _ $1.  92 

State-wide  farm  price  differential  for 
North  Carolina  as  compared  with 

United  States  average _  ,+  7 

Early  commercial  farm  price  differen¬ 
tial  from  State  average _  —  2 

Calculated  early  commercial  parity 

price  equivalent _  1.  97 

Calculated  normal  farm  price  to  f.  o.  b. 

price  spread _  .30 

Adjusted  farm  price  to  f.  o.  b.  price 

spread _ _  .  43 

Calculated  f.  o.  b.  price  equivalent  to 

100  percent  of  parity _ 2.  40 


In  the  case  of  North  Carolina,  it  is  not  nec¬ 
essary  to  adjust  the  final  figure  in  the 
smoothing  operation. 

It  would  have  been  much  less  trouble 
for  them  if  they  had  simply  added  the 
cost  of  seed,  fertilizer,  labor  and  market¬ 
ing  plus  reasonable  profit. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  the  gentleman  2  additional  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  why  do 
we  not  take  into  consideration  this  in¬ 
creased  labor  cost?  What  is  holding  it 
up?  Food  is  worth  or  should  be  to  the 
man  who  eats  it  what  it  cost  to  produce 
it.  This  suit  of  clothes  probably  cost  $40 
and  there  is  not  $5  worth  of  wool  in  it, 
but  there  is  $35  worth  of  labor  in  it.  It 
would  be  just  as  reasonable  and  just  as 
sensible  for  me  to  say  that  the  man  who 
put  the  $35  worth  of  labor  in  this  suit 
should  not  be  paid  as  it  would  be  to  say 
that  the  farmer  should  not  be  paid  for 
his  labor  costs  in  connection  with  the 
food  he  produces. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  going  to  make 
the  statement  that  unless  the  policy  of 
the  O.  P.  A.  price-fixing  department  on 
agricultural  crops  is  changed,  you  are 
going  to  have  not  only  rationing  but  you 
are  going  to  be  hungry.  I  suggest,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  a  crime  of  this  type  if 
committed  should  not  be  investigated  by 
a  congressional  committee.  It  ought  to 
be  by  a  grand  jury.  It  is  a  crime,  and  I 
say  right  now  this  is  such  a  serious  and 
dangerous  problem  that  I  am  unwilling 
to  continue  to  let  a  group  deal  with  it 
who  have  up  to  this  date  shown  such  a 
total  lack  of  knowledge  about  the  cost 
and  production  of  agricultural  products. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
8  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Harness]. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
to  add  just  a  bit  more  testimony  to  the 
already  overwhelming  and  convincing 
evidence  that  some  of  these  little  bureau¬ 
crats  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
are  not  only  contributing  to  a  food  short¬ 
age  but  through  some  of  their  orders  and 
directives  are  actually  wasting  food  in 
this  country. 

After  mauling  the  subject  about  for 
some  2  weeks  more,  the  Food  Distribu¬ 
tion  Administration  has  reaffirmed  its 
arbitrary  directive  that  bakeries  must 
not  slice  bread.  This  decision  was  re¬ 
portedly  reached  after  consultation  with 
the  War  Production  Board  and  an  ad¬ 
visory  committee  of  bakers  supposedly 
representing  the  interests  of  the  indus¬ 
try. 

Thus  the  effort  is  made  to  lend  an  ap¬ 
pearance  of  justice  and  necessity  to  an 
order  which  mounting  evidence  con¬ 
vinces  me  is  wasteful  and  injurious.  And 
the  single  valid  excuse  for  the  order  of¬ 
fered  to  date  is  that  it  is  expected  to 
save  paraffin  and  paper,  common  bread¬ 
wrapping  materials.  No  one  objects  to 
any  saving  in  waxed  paper  which  may 
be  necessary,  but  I,  like  most  people,  re¬ 
sent  the  dictatorial  abuse  of  power  which 
attempts  to  make  this  saving  indirectly 


by  declaring  bread  slicing  at  the  bakery 
to  be  an  unlawful  act. 

American  industry  has  demonstrated 
time  after  time  its  ingenuity  in  overcom¬ 
ing  obstacles,  and  I  am  sure  that  it  can 
find  a  way  to  market  sliced  bread  and 
still  make  whatever  savings  are  neces¬ 
sary  in  waxed  paper.  What  difference 
does  it  make,  and  what  business  is  it  of 
these  little  dictators  how  the  baking 
industry  meets  this  problem,  just  so  long 
as  it  does  manage  to  effect  the  required 
saving  in  waxed  paper?  If  we  are  still 
a  free  people,  I  insist  that  the  baking 
industry  be  permitted  to  continue  slicing 
bread  if  it  can  contrive  to  do  so  within 
reasonable  limitations  upon  the  supply 
of  waxed  paper. 

In  the  meantime,  the  evidence  grows 
that  this  order  is  sure  to  waste  food  and 
manpower  right  at  a  time  when  we  are 
dangerously  short  of  both.  In  fact  it  is 
as  impractical,  wasteful,  and  harmful  as 
was  the  practice  of  the  Agriculture 
Department  a  few  years  ago  in  killing 
pigs  and  plowing  under  cotton,  corn,  and 
wheat.  One  statistician  estimates  that 
the  waste  of  bread  will  average  at  least 
500,000  pounds  daily.  When  restau¬ 
rants,  hotels,  and  institutions  start  slic¬ 
ing  their  own  bread  March  18,  it  is  con¬ 
servatively  estimated  the  loss  in  time  is 
going  to  run  at  least  a  half  million  man- 
days  per  year.  And  all  of  this  loss  is 
forced  upon  us  for  no  sensible  reason  by 
little  dictators  who  go  entirely  beyond 
the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  special  au¬ 
thority  which  Congress  has  granted. 
These  arbitrary  men  are  apparently  un¬ 
aware  of,  or  indifferent  to,  the  loss  they 
are  causing.  Worse,  they  apparently 
cannot  realize  how  seriously  these  sense¬ 
less  directives  shake  the  people’s  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  administration  and  hamper 
the  war  effort.  Each  unnecessary  and 
ridiculous  order  adds  a  little  to  the 
people’s  suspicions  and  jeopardizes  the 
sound  and  necessary  orders  which  must 
have  wholehearted  support  if  we  are  to 
win  the  war. 

I  fully  intend  to  take  whatever  further 
means  I  have  at  my  command  to  force 
the  withdrawal  of  this  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  desire 
to  commend  the  gentleman  on  the  fight 
that  he  is  making,  a  very  splendid  fight, 
that  is  causing  Nation-wide  attention.  I 
may  say  to  the  gentleman  that  I  have  let¬ 
ters  from  several  bakers  in  Oklahoma 
who  state  that  they  have  already  bought 
their  wax  paper  a  year  in  advance,  that 
on  the  paper  is  marked  “Sliced,”  so  in¬ 
stead  of  helping  them  to  sell  their  bread 
at  the  same  price  it  is  actually  costing 
them  more  money  because  in  many  in¬ 
stances  they  cannot  buy  additional  wax 
paper.  May  I  also  say  that  a  few  days 
ago  we  had  former  Senator  Brown  before 
our  committee  here  in  Congress. 

I  personally  raised  this  question  with 
him  and  pointed  out  how  impractical  it 
was,  and  he  assured  me  it  would  be 
given  consideration.  I  am  hopeful  that 
this  order  will  be  rescinded  before 
March  18. 
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Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  am  glad 
to  hear  the  gentleman  say  that,  and  I 
hope  he  will  do  something  to  help  us 
get  it  rescinded.  The  gentleman  under¬ 
stands  that  the  cost  to  the  baker  of  slic¬ 
ing  bread  is  practically  nothing.  The  net 
cost  to-  the  baker,  as  I  pointed  out  here 
the  other  day,  is  about  1  cent  per  thou¬ 
sand  loaves,  and  it  is  not  claimed  that 
the  slicing  ban  would  save  anything  to 
the  bakers.  The  only  official  justifica¬ 
tion  for  the  order  is  to  save  waxed  paper. 
Of  course,  nobody  objects  to  the  saving 
of  waxed  paper  if  we  are  short  of  paraf¬ 
fin.  But  why  do  they  impose  the  slicing 
ban  because  of  a  shortage  of  waxed  pa¬ 
per.  Why  do  they  not  leave  the  problem 
of  wrapping  to  the  industry.  Industry 
has  been  quite  ingenious  heretofore  in 
providing  substitutes  for  critical  ma¬ 
terials. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  agree 
with  the  gentleman.  In  my  judgment, 
the  order  was  issued  by  the  predecessor 
of  Mr.  Brown,  Mr.  Henderson,  for  the 
avowed  purpose  of  making  somebody 
war-conscious,  as  if  the  people  of  the 
United  States  were  not  already  war-con¬ 
scious. 

Mr.' HARNESS  of  Indiana.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  is  in  error  about  who  issued  the 
order.  The  order  was  issued  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture.  It  came  from  the 
office  of  Mr.  Roy  Hendrickson,  Chief  of 
the  Food  Distribution  Administration  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  I  am 
told  it  was  on  the  recommendation  of  Mr. 
Henderson. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  hope  the 
Members  of  the  House  will  use  their 
influence  with  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  to  get  rid  of  this  senseless,  ridicu¬ 
lous,  and  unnecessary  order  and  direc¬ 
tive.  _ 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Springer]. 

(Mr.  SPRINGER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  expend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the 
very  outset  I  desire  to  state  that  I  intend 
to  support  the  pending  bill,  H.  R.  2068. 
This  bill  makes  additional  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Navy  Department  and  for 
the  naval  service.  We  are  engaged  in  a 
serious  war,  and  we  must  win  this  war. 
Those  in  positions  of  responsibility  have 
determined  that  the  various  items  con¬ 
tained  in  this  bill  are  both  essential  and 
necessary  for  the  prosecution  of  this  war 
to  victory,  and  we,  who  do  not  have  ac¬ 
cess  to  that  same  information,  cannot 
set  our  personal  judgment  up  against 
that  of  the  so-called  experts  on  that 
subject.  They  have  demanded  that  the 
various  sums  of  money  contained  in  this 
bill  be  secured  for  the  purpose  of  this 
war,  and  they  have  stated  that  such  ad¬ 
ditional  sums  of  money  are  highly  nec¬ 
essary  now — therefore  I  will  not  place 
my  own  personal  viewpoint  against  the 
studied  information  and  considered 
judgment  of  those  in  command. 

These  are  truly  serious  days  in  our 
country.  We  face  tragic  days  ahead. 
We  will  face  them  as  Americans.  What¬ 
ever  may  be  necessary  to  win  this  war — 
and  to  win  it  decisively — the  people  of 


this  Nation  will  do.  We  go  forward 
demanding  a  complete  surrender  of  the 
enemies.  Nothing  short  of  this  will  sat¬ 
isfy  the  people  of  this  Nation.  In  the 
end,  ours  must  be  an  all-out  victory — 
and  the  peace  which  must  follow  most 
certainly  must  be  a  lasting  and  a  perma¬ 
nent  peace.  That  is  the  wish  and  the 
will  of  all  of  the  people  of  this  Nation. 

As  these  huge  appropriation  bills  come 
before  the  House,  we  are  appalled  as 
we  read  the  staggering  amounts  con¬ 
tained  in  them.  We  know — and  the 
generations  to  come  will  realize — the 
tragic  cost  of  this  war.  That  cost  is 
not  alone  in  dollars  and  cents,  but  the 
cost  is  in  the  lives  and  the  disabilities 
suffered  by  our  boys  who  are  at  the  bat¬ 
tle  front.  The  casualty  lists  are  com¬ 
ing  in  with  a  startling  regularity,  and 
the  people — some  of  them — are  think¬ 
ing  seriously  of  the  terrible  ravages  of 
this  war.  May  I  say,  that  a  vast  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  people  are  thinking  seri¬ 
ously  of  these  tragic  losses.  They  are 
appalling,  and  they  are  frightful.  As 
we  view  these  losses,  today,  we  contem¬ 
plate  the  views  of  some  groups  in  this 
country  who,  regardless  of  this  war,  and 
regardless  of  our  serious  situation  at 
the  moment,  would  seek  to  inject  the 
thought  of  personal  gain — who  would 
seek  to  retain  advantages  heretofore 
obtained — who  would  forget  the  war, 
and  the  victory  which  must  come  to  us, 
for  the  glory  of  personal  aggrandize¬ 
ment.  This  is  not  the  time  to  inject 
personal  gains  or  selfish  interests  into 
our  governmental  policies;  this  is  the 
time  to  do  whatever  may  be  necessary 
to  win  this  war — this  is  the  time  to  for¬ 
get  personal  interests  and  think  of  na¬ 
tional  interests;  this  is  the  time  when  all 
Americans  must  forget  any  and  every 
selfish  motive  and  plan,  and  get  behind 
the  war  effort  with  vim  and  vigor;  this 
is  the  time  when  we  must  fight  to  retain 
our  country,  our  form  of  government, 
our  libery  and  freedom,  and  our  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  go  forward  as  free  men  after 
this  awful  carnage  is  over. 

So,  Mr.  Chairman,  whatever  the  de¬ 
mand  may  be  to  win  a  complete  victory 
in  this  war — the  American  people  will 
do  it — if  it  is  necessary,  and  if  it  will  lend 
aid  to  a  speedy  and  complete  victory. 
But  those  things  which  are  not  essential 
to  our  speedy  victory,  in  this  war,  should 
not  be  demanded  of  our  people.  The 
people  are  burdened  with  almost  every 
form  of  rationing — they  have  faced  the 
ravages  of  priorities  of  every  kind — 
they  are  facing  the  payment  of  taxes 
of  unprecedented  proportions — they  are 
buying  bonds  and  they  are  purchasing 
stamps — they  are  contributing  to  the 
Red  Cross,  and  every  other  agency  for 
the  relief  and  entertainment  of  our 
soldiers;  and  they  are  not  complaining. 
Whatever  is  necessary  for  our  victory  in 
this  war,  and  for  a  speedy  and  complete 
victory  therein,  they  will  do.  They  want 
their  money  spent  wisely  and  judiciously, 
and  they  want  $1  in  value  for  every 
dollar  that  is  spent.  The  people  know 
what  is  transpiring  in  this  war  effort,  and 
they  know  there  is  a  frightful  waste  in¬ 
volved  in  it.  They  want  that  waste 
stopped,  and  they  want  all  extravagance 
to  come  to  an  end.  They  want  the  money 


they  are  providing  to  be  used  to  win  this 
war,  and  they  want  the  leaks  stopped. 

So,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  we  debate  this 
highly  important  measure,  let  us  not  for¬ 
get  the  people  of  this  Nation.  They  are 
appealing  to  us  to  win  this  war,  to  stop 
the  waste,  to  forget  selfishness,  to  go 
forward  as  a  united  people  in  our  all-out 
effort  to  save  our  Nation,  and  to  preserve 
liberty  and  freedom  forever. 

Lest  we  forget  the  intimate  relations 
that  each  one  bears  to  the  fighting  men 
at  the  front — let  us  stand  firm,  as  a  peo¬ 
ple,  resolved  to  give  all,  and  do  all,  to  win 
this  war;  that  we  will  back  up  our  fight¬ 
ing  men  without  any  omission;  that  we 
will  go  forward  as  a  united  people  to 
accomplish  that  result.  With  this  reso¬ 
lution  on  our  part  we  will  win  this  war 
speedily  and  decisively,  and  we  will  save 
the  United  States  of  America. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gavin], 

(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks 
in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  Judge 
Robert  R.  Lewis,  of  Coudersport,  Potter 
County,  Pa.,  has  advised  me  that  Potter 
County  is  one  of  the  outstanding  potato¬ 
growing  counties  of  Pennsylvania  and 
has  accepted  the  challenge  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  to  grow  more 
potatoes. 

They  had  a  crop  last  year  of  more  than 
a  million  and  a  half  bushels  but  they  are 
on  record  to  produce  two  and  a  half  mil¬ 
lion  bushels  this  year,  or  a  40 -percent 
increase,  providing,  they  are  able  to  se¬ 
cure  through  the  War  Production  Board 
the  necessary  equipment  to  do  the  job 
which  they  have  been  unable  to  secure, 
although  all  of  the  necessary  equipment 
to  increase  production  is  available  at  the 
present  time. 

Time  is  essential;  but  the  dilatory  tac¬ 
tics  of  bureaucracy  are  impeding  honest 
American  farm  efforts  to  increase  our 
food  production. 

The  American  farmer  and  the  Ameri¬ 
can  businessman  have  for  the  past  sev¬ 
eral  years  been  the  test  tube  for  the 
scientific  research  theorists  who  are  ex¬ 
perimenting  on  them  to  discover  a  for¬ 
mula  by  which  Utopia  might  be  found. 
Even  though  they  know  that  we  are  in 
the  midst  of  an  all-out  war  with  our 
American  boys  being  sacrificed  in  the 
springtime  of  their  lives  at  Bataan,  Cor- 
regidor,  north  Africa,  on  the  high  seas, 
and  in  the  air,  bureaucracy  continues  to 
issue  the  directive  orders,  as  they  are 
called,  without  any  thought  as  to  the 
consequences,  the  disturbance,  and  the 
confusion  they  might  cause  the  war 
effort.  The  only  war  they  know  of  is 
the  war  for  social  reform. 

They  try  a  little  of  this  by  directive 
order  and  if  that  does  not  work  on  us 
American  guinea  pigs,  they  try  a  little  of 
that,  and  if  that  does  not  work  they  go 
into  a  huddle  between  the  different 
boards,  divisions,  and  departments,  and 
they  issue  another  directive  order  which 
just  about  strangles  the  patient. 

Bureaucracy,  even  with  this  all-out 
war,  must  continue  its  social  reform, 
even  if  it  kills  off  the  American  farmer 
and  businessman  and  breaks  the  Nation. 
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The  Congress  points  out  that  the  laws 
are  clear  as  to  what  the  departments  can 
or  cannot  do,  but  little  or  no  attention 
has  been  paid  to  laws  in  the  last  several 
years  because  they  have  been  given  a 
free  hand  and  have  become  so  drunk 
with  power  that  they  would  try  any¬ 
thing;  and  what  is  more  they  get  away 
with  it,  running  hog-wild  without  any 
interference  in  their  efforts  to  remake 
America  and  revolutionize  the  agricul¬ 
tural  and  industrial  life  with  but  one 
thought,  to  regiment  the  farmer  and  bus¬ 
inessman  in  a  planned  program  they  feel 
would  be  good  for  him  and  the  boys 
when  the  boys  are  back  from  World  War 
No.  2. 

It  is  almost  unbelievable;  recently  I 
have  been  attending  hearings  of  the 
Agricultural  Committee,  listening  to  the 
interrogations  and  answers,  and  from 
the  testimony  given  this  whole  bureau¬ 
cratic  set-up  just  does  not  make  sense. 

Food,  food,  and  more  food  to  win  the 
war  is  the  cry  in  Washington.  Bureau¬ 
cracy  sat  down  to  figure  out  a  way  to 
confuse  and  conflict  and  muddle  up  the 
American  farmer  with  directive  orders 
that  the  farmer,  the  food  packer,  the 
canner,  the  container  manufacturer  or 
anyone  else  knows  what  to  do  or  what  it 
is  all  about  with  the  result  that  the 
growing  season  is  almost  upon  us  and  in 
many  places  under  way  and  the  theorists 
in  the  Department  of  Agriculture  are 
still  playing  around  unwilling  to  cut  out 
the  crackpot  stuff  that  is  hampering  the 
war  effort  to  produce  the  food  to  keep 
our  boys  on  the  fighting  fronts  and  home 
fronts  to  do  the  job  of  winning  the  war. 

The  businessman  is  crying  to  the  high 
heavens  for  relief.  He  patiently  sits 
around  by  the  hour;  he  waits  and  waits, 
and  after  several  weeks  of  waiting  and 
going  from  one  department  to  another 
some  young  smart  mind  tells  him  he  is 
sorry  but  it  cannot  be  done.  The  busi¬ 
nessman  is  enraged;  action  is  what  he 
wants  and  if  any  body  of  men  can  give 
him  relief  it  will  be  the  Congress  re¬ 
asserting  its  prerogatives  and  restoring 
the  country  back  into  the  hands  of  the 
people,  where  it  belongs. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Wright], 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  visi¬ 
tor  to  the  House  of  Representatives  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  2  months  would  scarcely 
realize  that  we  are  at  war.  He  might 
have  heard  statements  to  that  effect 
in  addresses  on  the  floor  dropped  almost 
as  an  afterthought  by  the  Members  in 
their  discussion  of  their  more  serious 
concerns.  He  certainly  could  not  have 
believed  from  the  discussions  that  we 
are  in  the  greatest  and  most  terrible  war 
of  our  existence — a  total  war  in  which 
the  stake  is  our  national  life.  A  war 
which  is  being  prosecuted  by  our  enemies 
with  a  malignance  and  a  desperation 
which  leaves  us  no  choice  except  a 
shameful  defeat  or  a  complete  destruc¬ 
tion  of  their  armies.  He  would  think 
that  this  Congress,  whose  function  it  is 
to  guide  the  destinies  of  this  great  Amer¬ 
ican  Republic,  had  much  more  important 
matters  before  it  than  the  decision  as  to 
whether  we  should  live  or  perish. 


In  the  last  2  months  a  visitor  would 
have  listened  day  after  day  to  our  Rep¬ 
resentatives  bitterly  attack  the  Executive 
appointees  whose  duty  it  is  to  administer 
our  wartime  economy,  accusing  them  of 
being  despotic,  impractical,  and  subver¬ 
sive  of  our  constitutional  form  of  Gov¬ 
ernment.  He  would  have  seen  the  House 
of  Representatives  debate  for  2  day's, 
while  our  armies  were  crashing  desper¬ 
ately  with  the  Nazis  in  north  Africa  and 
while  our  armies  were  clashing  desper- 
gantic  offensive  against  the  German  line, 
as  to  whether  or  not  a  Negro  who  was 
helping  to  sell  war  bonds  was  formerly 
affiliated  with  the  Communist  Party. 
He  would  have  listened  to  speeches  about 
the  restrictive  effect  of  O.  P.  A.  regula¬ 
tions  upon  businessmen,  to  representa¬ 
tives  of  farm  groups  trying  to  crack  the 
ceiling  on  food  prices  and  to  all  the  old 
familiar  attacks  upon  organized  labor  in 
which  the  few  slackers  were  held  up  as 
typical  of  the  entire  loyal  and  hard  work¬ 
ing  class,  and  all  the  while  our  young 
soldiers  were  facing  enemy  fire  on  the 
far-flung  battlefields  of  the  war. 

But  most  of  all  he  would  have  heard 
the  word  bureaucrat  and  uttered  in  the 
same  breath  the  words  Communist  and 
crackpot.  These  names  reiterated  so 
often  and  with  so  much  bitterness  that 
he  would  think  the  great  battle  of  the 
century  was  not  against  the  Nazis  and 
the  Japs  but  against  those  public  office 
holders  who  were  appointed  by  our  Pres¬ 
ident.  In  all  these  speeches  against  ad¬ 
ministrative  abuses  was  a  rancor  against 
President  Roosevelt  which  usually  satis¬ 
fied  itself  with  an  attack  upon  his  subor¬ 
dinates  but  which  sometimes  indeed  did 
not  even  attempt  concealment  of  its  real 
object.  Generally  these  foes  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  welcomed  disaffected  Democrats  in 
their  ranks  and  in  each  measure  that  was 
before  the  House  shrewdly  appealed  to 
one  segment  after  another  in  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  Party.  They  took  advantage  of 
the  overconfidence  and  the  slackness 
which  had  temporarily  overcome  the 
Democrats  by  reason  of  their  large  ma¬ 
jorities  in  the  past. 

These  gentlemen  made  no  attempt  to 
differentiate  between  the  good  and  bad 
of  the  New  Deal.  Everything  that  was 
was  wrong.  All  the  legislation  which  had 
been  studied  so  patiently  and  built  up 
with  so  much  effort  over  the  past  10  years 
must  be  repealed  or  drastically  curtailed. 
They  refused  to  appropriate  money  for 
the  War  Manpower  Commission.  The 
Government  departments,  including  the 
War  Department,  were  deprived  of  the 
right  of  free  use  of  the  mails.  The  Post 
War  Planning  Commission,  headed  by 
the  President’s  uncle,  was  refused  its  ap¬ 
propriation.  So  recklessly  did  these  gen¬ 
tlemen  proceed  that  Senator  Taft,  a  Re¬ 
publican  stalwart,  bade  them  to  pause 
lest  they  impede  the  ordinary  processes 
of  government. 

All  this  must  have  been  bewildering 
to  this  visitor  of  whom  I  speak  and  com¬ 
pletely  past  all  understanding  unless  he 
should  be  sufficiently  literate  in  Ameri¬ 
can  politics  to  know  and  to  remember 
that  America  again  elects  a  President  in 
November  1944.  He  should  keep  in  mind 
while  considering  the  events  of  the  last 


2  months  that  the  foes  of  Roosevelt  are 
also  not  forgetful  of  the  importance  of 
this  election.  They  are  planning  now  in 
1943  the  grand  strategy  of  the  cam¬ 
paign— that  the  issue  is  Democratic  bu¬ 
reaucracy,  and  they  do  not  intend  to  let 
a  day  pass  without  showing  up  its  short¬ 
comings.  If  this  be  remembered,  the 
sound  and  fury  so  unintelligible  at  first 
then  acquires  a  meaning  and  a  signifi¬ 
cance.  The  constant  exasperated  criti¬ 
cism  of  minor  officials  becomes  impor¬ 
tant  to  him  as  he  understands  how  all 
these  details  fit  into  the  grand  campaign 
of  1944.  We  learn  from  our  enemies  that 
if  a  statement,  be  it  true  or  false,  is  re¬ 
peated  often  enough  the  people  will  be¬ 
lieve  it.  It  is  by  this  repetition,  this  con¬ 
stant  criticism,  these  gentlemen  hope 
that  the  voters  of  America  will  lose  faith 
in  the  Democratic  Party  and  elect  a  Re¬ 
publican  President. 

I  am  wondering  all  the  while  about 
the  effect  of  these  tactics  upon  our  na¬ 
tional  morale  and  upon  the  winning  of 
the  war.  I  am  wondering  whether  or  not 
these  attempts  to  cause  people  to  lose 
faith  in  the  Democratic  Party  do  not  go 
further  than  perhaps  they  are  intended 
and  shake  their  faith  in  the  Democratic 
process.  If  this  be  the  case  then  these 
gentlemen  are  paying  too  great  a  price 
for  political  success.  I  feel  certain  that 
every  Member  of  the  House  is  an  Ameri¬ 
can  before  he  is  a  Republican  or  a  Demo¬ 
crat  and  that  every  gentleman  wishes 
most  earnestly  to  reach  a  successful 
conclusion  of  this  war  although  at  times 
some  of  us  might  lose  sight  of  this  ob¬ 
jective  in  the  pursuit  of  less  important 
goals. 

I  am  also  perturbed  as  to  the  effect 
of  our  conduct  upon  the  prestige  of  our 
country  abroad.  This  is  an  age  of  dic¬ 
tators  and,  for  this  reason,  we  know 
foreign  countries  almost  entirely  by  the 
actions  and  statements  of  their  leaders. 
We  think  of  Germany  and  we  inevitably 
think  of  Hitler.  Russia  means  Stalin  to 
us,  and  China,  Chiang  Kai-shek.  Even 
the  democratic  countries,  England  and 
America,  are  identified  in  the  public 
mind  chiefly  with  the  figures  of 
Churchill  and  Roosevelt.  Any  legisla¬ 
tive  defeat,  therefore,  even  any  cam¬ 
paign  of  criticism,  must  cause  our  allies 
and  enemies  both  to  question  whether  or 
not  our  Commander  in  Chief  has  the 
American  people  behind  him  in  the 
prosecution  of  the  war.  This  fact,  per¬ 
haps  unfortunate,  but  nevertheless  true, 
has  been  brought  home  to  me  lately  in 
recent  conversations  which  I  have  had 
with  those  from  other  countries.  There 
is  the  fear  abroad  that  America  will  not 
fight  this  war  through  to  the  finish  and 
will  not  stick  to  its  avowed  task  of  writ¬ 
ing  a  decent  and  durable  peace.  Many 
of  these  people  feel  that  there  is  a  latent 
isolationism  in  America  which  might 
show  itself  when  events  are  either  too 
bright  or  too  dismal  abroad.  This  sus¬ 
picion  might  well  injure  our  effective¬ 
ness  both  in  fighting  the  war  and  in  bar¬ 
gaining  at  the  peace  table  for  our  own 
future  security.  These  debates  of  ours, 
however  innocent  the  intent  and  how¬ 
ever  small  the  issue,  cannot  help  but 
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bring  satisfaction  to  our  enemies  and 
confusion  to  our  allies. 

We  have  a  two-party  system  in  Amer¬ 
ica  with  all  its  virtues  and  disadvantages. 
I  think  that  in  times  of  peace  when  we 
are  secure  from  foreign  foes  this  system 
provides  an  admirable  vehicle  for  the  ex¬ 
pression  of  public  will.  We  present  at 
election  time  an  issue  simply  and 
squarely  to  the  people.  Our  voters  are 
asked,  “Do  you  like  the  manner  in  which 
you  have  been  governed?”  If  the  an¬ 
swer  be  “Yes,”  the  same  party  is  returned. 
If  they  are  dissatisfied  then  with  a  great 
voice  they  throw  the  incumbents  out.  In 
America  we  are  used  to  this  way  of  doing 
things,  and  the  people  take  our  partisan¬ 
ship  not  too  seriously.  They  realize 
there  are  good  and  bad  in  both  parties 
and  that  most  of  our  great  figures  are 
merely  trying  to  do  a  decent  job  of  gov¬ 
ernment. 

But  we  know  the  situation  is  different 
today.  Our  two-party  system  of  gov¬ 
ernment  is  facing  a  tremendous  task.  In 
despotic  governments  there  is  no  place 
for  a  difference  in  policy  or  even  for 
criticism  of  the  party  in  power.  In  war¬ 
fare  such  governments  concentrate  their 
entire  peoples — both  civil  and  military — 
and  their  entire  economy  for  the  winning 
of  the  war.  It  is  with  such  govei’nments 
that  we  are  embattled  to  death  and  to 
defeat  them  we  must  concentrate  our 
entire  economy  and  the  entire  efforts  of 
our  people.  These  nations  plan  secretly 
and  strike  swiftly.  We  must  be  equally 
resolute  and  united.  I  am  afraid  that 
we  are  facing-  this  war  with  a  divided 
people.  I  know  we  are  facing  it  with  a 
divided  House.  It  is  idle  to  say  that  we 
are  united  in  foreign  affairs  and  divided 
in  domestic  affairs.  In  total  war  there 
is  no  distinction  between  domestic  and 
foreign  affairs. 

All  our  wealth,  all  our  manpower,  and 
all  our  energy  must  be  concentrated 
upon  victory. 

This  situation  places  a  great  respon¬ 
sibility  upon  both  the  majority  and  mi¬ 
nority  parties.  Upon  the  majority  it 
places  the  duty  of  self-criticism  and  a 
frequent  examination  of  conscience.  I 
think  we  in  the  majority  have  been  re¬ 
miss  in  allowing  our  mushroom  bureauc¬ 
racy  to  get  beyond  our  control.  As  we 
passed  from  a  free  economy  to  a  war 
economy  it  was  inevitable  that  our  ad¬ 
ministrative  staff  must  rapidly  expand. 
But  we  as  a  party  must  join  with  sincere 
elements  of  the  minority  to  attempt  to 
control  its  growth  and  keep  it  in  propor¬ 
tion  with  our  national  needs.  We  must 
insist,  however,  that  these  agencies,  even 
though  they  may  at  times  perform  their 
work  badly,  are  necessary  to  our  national 
effort.  Our  aim  should  be  to  correct  and 
not  to  destroy.  If  a  bureaucrat  is  a  bad 
servant  then  let  us  dismiss  him,  but  we 
must  remember  at  the  same  time  that 
another  bureaucrat  must  take  his  place. 
We  must  not,  in  attempting  to  prune  the 
branches  of  our  Government,  strike  at 
the  vital  trunk  of  the  tree.  This  is  just 
one  of  our  obligations  to  our  country. 

The  minority  party  has  a  more  diffi¬ 
cult  responsibility.  It  must,  while  prop¬ 
erly  aspiring  for  success  in  the  forth¬ 
coming  election,  control  its  political  zeal 
so  that  in  advancing  the  cause  of  its 


party  it  do  no  injury  to  the  Nation.  This 
line  is  rather  fine  and  hard  to  draw.  It 
must  be  drawn,  however,  if  we  in  the 
House  wish  to  do  our  utmost  in  our  leg¬ 
islative  duties  as  our  soldiers  are  doing 
in  a  far  more  dangerous  capacity.  There 
are  many  members  of  the  minority  who 
have  constantly  tried  to  do  this  and  I 
wish  to  commend  them  for  their  patriot¬ 
ism.  There  are  others,  however,  and  I 
fear  that  they  may  be  in  the  ascendancy, 
who  are  so  politically  zealous  that  they 
are  unmindful  of  their  country’s  peril 
and  of  our  great  need  for  unity. 

I  would  profess  only  a  portion  of  my 
political  faith  if  I  did  not  testify  at  this 
time  to  my  admiration  and  devotion  to 
the  genius  and  gallantry  of  our  great 
Commander  in  Chief,  President  Roose¬ 
velt.  I  have  been  a  consistent  follower 
of  his  peacetime  policies,  except  as  to  a 
minor  few  upon  which  I  have  been  in 
disagreement.  It  is  not  my  purpose  to 
discuss  these  policies  today.  Many  sin¬ 
cere  Americans  have  differed  with  them. 
I  wish  to  speak  rather  of  his  great  lead¬ 
ership  in  war,  of  his  resoluteness  and  sa¬ 
gacity.  While  Hitler  shouted  his  hate  by 
radio  from  Berchtesgaden  and  chilled 
the  blood  of  the  world,  two  brave  gentle¬ 
men,  Mr.  Roosevelt  and  Mr.  Churchill, 
laughed  at  his  pretentions  and  at  his 
threats.  When  Japan  struck  treacher¬ 
ously,  while  our  State  Department  tried 
to  preserve  our  peaceful  relations  and 
by  this  treacherous  blow  paralyzed  our 
Pacific  Fleet,  our  leader  was  not  dis¬ 
mayed.  Rallying  his  people  behind  him, 
he  held  our  ocean  outposts  until  we  could 
consolidate  our  defenses  and  with  en¬ 
ergy,  astuteness,  and  high  bravery  has 
started  us  on  our  great  offensive  which 
must  terminate  in  the  streets  of  Tokyo. 
None  of  our  great  wartime  Presidents 
have  been  immune  to  criticism.  Wash¬ 
ington,  Lincoln,  and  Wilson  all  were  cas¬ 
tigated  by  certain  of  their  contempo¬ 
raries,  but  with  the  passage  of  time,  after 
the  domestic  issues  of  the  day  had  passed 
into  insignificance  and  the  cold,  ap¬ 
praising  eye  of  history  looked  in  retro¬ 
spect  upon  what  had  gone  before,  these 
men  have  stood  out  like  giants  in  our 
national  life  and  their  critics’  names  are 
unremembered. 

I  feel  confident  that  in  the  history  of 
the  future  our  President  will  be  judged 
of  a  stature  equal  to  those  great  men  of 
whom  I  have  spoken. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  MURDOCK.  I  appreciate  what 
the  gentleman  has  said.  It  is  a  logical 
and  timely  address.  I,  too,  feel  as  the 
gentleman  seems  to  indicate,  that  al¬ 
though  we  have  had  a  lot  of  talk  here 
about  adjourning  politics,  there  has 
nevertheless  been  a  lot  of  sniping  at  the 
administration’s  conduct  of  this  war. 
Yes;  we  have  had  blundering  by  gov¬ 
ernmental  agents  but  I  wonder  if  some 
of  these  slaps  at  so-called  bureaucrats 
are  not  slaps  at  the  administration  for 
a  political  purpose. 

I  recognize  the  fact,  as  the  gentleman 
has  said,  that  every  great  President  in 
wartime  has  had  his  critics.  In  search¬ 
ing  American  history  I  find,  too,  that  this 


body,  Congress,  has  sometimes  fiercely 
opposed  the  President  as,  for  instance, 
following  the  Civil  War,  Lincoln;  follow¬ 
ing  the  First  World  War,  Wilson;  and 
now  in  this  war,  Roosevelt.  It  seems 
during  war  to  be  the  part  of  wisdom  for 
the  President  to  lead  but  when  the  dan- 
-  ger  lessens,  the  Congress  wants  to  re¬ 
assert  itself  and  possibly  with  a  ven¬ 
geance. 

I  call  attention  to  the  fact,  however, 
that  when  the  swing  of  the  pendulum 
came,  usually  after  the  war — after  vic¬ 
tory  had  been  won — all  the  hate  and 
venom  that  was  the  outgrowth  of  that 
struggle  did  not  do  the  country  any  good. 
Lincoln  was  a  martyr  to  it,  Wilson  was  a 
victim  of  it,  and  Roosevelt  is  an  object 
of  it  today.  I  think  we  would  be  wise 
indeed  to  watch  our  step  to  see  that  our 
pride  and  prejudice  do  not  hamper  the 
war  effort  and  thus  prevent  the  total 
and  complete  victory  which  all  of  us 
must  desire. 

I  compliment  the  gentleman  on  the 
splendid  presentation  he  has  made. 

Mr.  WRIGHT.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Shafer]. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  while 
a  passenger  on  one  of  the  Capital 
Transit  Co.  busses  the  other  day  I 
noticed  a  woman  “breaking  in”  as  an 
operator.  It  impressed  me.  It  was  sym¬ 
bolic  of  the  way  the  women  of  America 
have  come  forward  to  take  the  places  of 
men  in  essential  industries  during  this 
emergency.  I  use  the  word  “essential” 
without  reservation,  but  think  perhaps  a 
stronger  word  to  express  the  necessity 
of  the  local  transit  company’s  activities 
in  Washington’s  war  effort  is  better  de¬ 
scribed  as  vital. 

One  does  not  need  an  active  imagina¬ 
tion  to  picture  what  would  happen  here 
if  the  bus  and  trolley  lines  were  to  stop 
operation  for  24  hours.  Thousands  of 
Government  workers,  so  necessary  to 
keeping  the  wheels  of  the  Government 
turning,  hundreds  of  key  men  upon 
whom  the  boys  on  our  fighting  fronts  are 
depending  for  decisions,  for  supplies,  and 
materiel,  would  be  stranded.  A  day’s 
work  lost  in  the  War  Department,  the 
Navy  Department,  and  the  other  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies  would  set  back  the  war 
effort  for  days  and  possibly  weeks.  The 
transit  lines  of  this  city  are  the  most  im¬ 
portant  home  front  that  I  can  think  of 
at  this  moment. 

I  take  this  time  to  point  out  these 
things,  Mr.  Chairman,  only  because  I 
feel  very  strongly  that  everything  must 
be  done  within  our  means  to  encourage 
the  personnel  of  the  local  transit  com¬ 
pany  to  continue  to  do  a  good  job.  To 
do  that  job  they  must  have  a  peace  of 
mind  in  the  knowledge  that  there  is  no 
doubt  that  they  are  in  an  industry  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  war  effort.  They  are  not 
going  to  have  that  peace  of  mind  if  we 
are  going  to  take  “pot  shots”  at  them. 

I  went  to  the  trouble,  after  seeing  the 
woman  “breaking  in”  as  an  operator  of  a 
bus,  to  inquire  as  to  the  state  of  the 
manpower  situation  of  the  local  transit 
company.  I  did  so  because  I  realized 
that  if  women  are  taking  the  place  of 
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men  on  the  city’s  busses  and  streetcars, 
their  manpower  must  be  draining  off  to 
the  armed  services.. 

I  found  that  close  to  700  of  the  Capi¬ 
tal  Transit  Co.’s  employees  are  in  the 
armed  services  today.  These  men  either 
enlisted  or  were  drafted.  Of  the  2,924 
employees  actually  engaged  in  the  oper-, 
aticn  of  the  company’s  streetcars  and 
busses,  only  a  few  are  under  30  years 
of  age  and  have  been  temporarily  de¬ 
ferred  for  occupational  or  dependency 
reasons.  What  concerns  me  is  how 
this  company  is  going  to  continue  to  op¬ 
erate  its  streetcars  and  busses  if  the 
draft  officials  continue  to  take  more  of 
their  employees,  because  a  few  people 
refuse  to  understand  the  seriousness  of 
the  situation  and  what  might  happen  if 
more  of  the  Capital  Transit  Co.’s  man¬ 
power  is  drained. 

I  have  noticed  that  the  Capital 
Transit  Co.  has  been  advertising  in  the 
newspapers  for  help.  I  think  that  com¬ 
pany  deserves  our  commendation  on  the 
character  of  this  advertising  and  for  its 
obvious  cooperation  with  the  War  Man¬ 
power  Commission  in  attracting  and  ab¬ 
sorbing  into  work  declared  essential 
those  in  Washington  who  are  now  en¬ 
gaged  in  an  activity  nonessential  to  the 
war  effort.  The  company  offers  an 
opening  to  those  people  who  are  faced 
with  the  need  of  getting  into  an  essen¬ 
tial  job  because  of  the  work-or-fight 
order.  I  am  assured  the  Capital  Transit 
Cq.  is  also  a  great  help  to  the  United 
States  Employment  Service  in  placing 
workers  who  want  to  do  their  share  in 
helping  to  win  this  war. 

From  the  information  I  have  been  able 
to  obtain,  the  company  is  short  upward 
of  600  full-time  operators  to  maintain 
its  schedules.  It  is  attempting  to  make 
up  this  shortage  by  recruiting  full  and 
part-time  employees.  There  are  part- 
time  workers,  men  and  women,  now  in 
training  to  make  up  some  of  the  short¬ 
age,  but  the  recruiting  program  is  slow, 
and  training  is  long.  Not  everyone  who 
applies  is  physically  able  to  assume  the 
responsibility  for  the  safety  of  hundreds 
of  lives  entrusted  to  their  care  every  day, 
nor  have  they  the  other  necessary  quali¬ 
fications  successfully  to  handle  the  war 
workers  who  ride  the  vehicles  of  the 
Capital  Transit  Co.  in  the  morning  and 
evening  rush  hours. 

It  seems  that  almost  as  fast  as  the  com¬ 
pany  trains  its  men  the  armed  forces  or 
other  industries  take  them.  This  condi¬ 
tion  should  be  stopped  and  stopped  im¬ 
mediately.  During  1942,  the  year  just 
ended,  the  Capital  Transit  Co.  trained 
1,171  streetcar  and  bus  operators.  Of 
these  976  were  full-time  employees  and 
about  195  were  part-time  employees.  The 
company  is  using  part-time  employees 
during  the  rush  hours  to  supplement  its 
regular  service.  Part-time  work  should 
appeal  to  Government  employees  in 
Washington  who  find  themselves  with 
nothing  to  do  after,  or  just  before,  they 
start  their  regular  work.  Government 
employees  who  so  desire  can  get  them¬ 
selves  jobs  driving  streetcars  and  busses 
during  their  off  hours  and  not  only  sup¬ 
plement  their  present  incomes  but  also 
further  aid  the  war  effort.  It  is  not  too 


hard,  and,  as  I  understand  it,  they  are 
paid  while  they  are  in  training. 

In  the  last  year  the  Capital  Transit  Co. 
lost  as  many  men  as  it  trained.  This  is 
a  terrific  turn-over.  Local  transporta¬ 
tion  has  been  declared  by  the  National 
Selective  Service  System  to  be  an  essen¬ 
tial  industry.  Last  September  it  issued 
Occupational  Bulletin  21,  stating  that 
the  one-man  streetcar  and  bus  operators 
in  highly  congested  defense  areas  where 
local  transportation  facilities  are  over¬ 
taxed  should  be  given  consideration  by 
local  draft  boards.  In  asking  for  defer¬ 
ment  for  some  of  its  employees  the  Capi¬ 
tal  Transit  Co.,  I  have  been  assured,  did 
not  ask  for  preferential  treatment,  but 
merely  called  the  attention  of  the  local 
draft  boards  to  the  essentiality  of  its 
service  already  mentioned  by  the  occupa¬ 
tional  bulletin  issued  by  the  Selective 
Service  System. 

For  the  past  year,  from  the  information 
I  obtained  from  the  company,  it  has  not 
hired,  nor  is  it  willing  to  hire  now,  any 
man  whose  status  in  the  draft  subjects 
him  to  being  called  into  service.  It  hires 
only  men  in  3-A  or  higher  classifications 
for  streetcar  or  bus  operators,  or  other 
deferrable  jobs.  It  costs  several  hundred 
dollars  to  train  each  man  and  it  would  be 
poor  business  to  train  men  who  may  go 
into  the  Army. 

Of  the  2,900  operators  the  company 
now  has,  approximately  1,500  are  within 
the  age  group  and  within  the  dependency 
group  of  those  having  wives,  children, 
and  others  dependent  on  them  for  sup¬ 
port  that  would  make  them  likely  to  be 
called  into  service  ultimately.  Five  hun¬ 
dred  of  these'  are  likely  to  be  called  into 
the  service  in  the  near  future.  These 
500  individuals  are  between  the  ages  of 
21  and  38  and  are  single,  with  collateral 
dependents  only,  or  married  and  have  no 
children.  Of  the  remaining  number,  ap¬ 
proximately  1,000  are  married  and  have 
children.  About  1,400  others  are  over  the 
age  of  38  years. 

I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
Capital  Transit  Co.  needs  the  encourage¬ 
ment  and  the  cooperation  of  all  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House.  As  Representatives 
of  the  people,  we  should  be  alive  to  the 
grave  manpower  shortage  that  now  con¬ 
fronts  the  Capital  Transit  Co.,  and  ren¬ 
der  it  every  possible  assistance.  At  the 
present  time  I  learn  from  operating 
officials  of'  the  company  there  are  be¬ 
tween  100  and  150  streetcars  and  busses 
left  standing  in  the  barns  and  in  bus 
garages  each  morning  because  of  the 
lack  of  operators  to  take  them  on  the 
streets.  That  is  one  of  the  principal 
reasons  for  the  crowded  conditions  on 
the  streetcars  and  busses  during  rush 
hours.  Are  we  going  to  stand  by  and 
permit  this  condition  to  exist  without 
rendering  aid  when  every  piece  of  avail¬ 
able  equipment  is  needed  to  carry  the  war 
workers  to  and  from  their  jobs?  We 
should  all  help  the  transit  company  to 
obtain,  or  at  least  retain  those  employees 
that  they  have,  and  none  of  us  should 
sabotage  their  effort  to  provide  the  city 
of  Washington  with  adequate  transpor¬ 
tation  facilities. 

It  requires  at  least  4  weeks  to  train 
a  man  or  a  woman  to  operate  a  street¬ 


car  or  bus,  all  things  being  equal.  They 
must  pass  a  physical  examination  and 
be  so  constituted  that  they  can  deal  with 
the  public.  The  company  must  neces¬ 
sarily  be  careful  in  its  selection  of  em¬ 
ployees.  It  cannot  take  everyone.  After 
employees  have  completed  their  training 
they  are  made  fully  responsible  for  the 
carrying  of  hundreds  of  people  daily. 
They  have  our  lives  and  their  lives  in 
their  hands  at  all  hours  of  the  day  and 
night.  The  employees  of  the  transit 
company  carry  more  than  1,250,000 
people  every  day  within  the  District  and 
surrounding  suburbs. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  your  information,  I 
would  like  to  present  these  few  mathe¬ 
matical  facts  which  I  have  been  able  to 
gather  so  that  you  may  have  something 
to  think  about  and,  perhaps,  something 
more  to  worry  about. 

At  the  end  of  last  year  the  Capital 
Transit  Co.  had  approximately  2,924  full- 
and  part-time  employees  engaged  in  the 
operation  of  streetcars  and  busses.  Of 
this  number  there  are  approximately 
1,500  full-time  operators  available  for 
service  under  the  Selective  Service  Act. 
If  these  men  go  into  the  armed  services 
the  company  will  be  short  more  than 
one-half  of  its  full-time  streetcar  and 
bus  operators.  Think  of  what  that  will 
mean  to  Washington,  with  no  available 
replacements. 

Let  me  impress  you  with  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  our  local  transit  service  as  it 
has  impressed  me.  Let  us  not  depress 
those  employees  now  in  the  service  of 
the  local  transit  company  with  “scare” 
headlines  about  the  transit  company  not 
being  essential  to  the  war  effort,  or  scare 
indmdual  employees  by  pointing  them 
out  as  being  individuals  who  should  be 
in  the  armed  services.  Let  us  help  local 
transit  officials  where  we  can  to  retain 
those  employees  they  now  have  and  re¬ 
cruit  others  from  those  Government  em¬ 
ployees  who  now  have  the  time  to  work 
part  time  as  streetcar  and  bus  operators. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bender], 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  trust 
that  many  Members  of  the  House  will 
find  time  to  read  the  February  issue  of 
Factory  Management  and  Maintenance 
on  How  to  Reduce  Absenteeism.  This 
article  is  a  case  history  of  how  absentee¬ 
ism  was  reduced  by  more  than  half  in  9 
weeks’  time  through  the  free  cooperation 
of  labor  and  management  in  a  single 
plant. 

It  was  found  that  the  causes  of  ab¬ 
senteeism  among  women  workers  were 
fatigue,  poor  housing,  lack  of  time  to  do 
shopping,  visiting  back  home  with  their 
families,  and  sickness. 

Better  health  facilities  were  provided, 
a  recreational  center  was  established, 
full  information  on  absenteeism  in  each 
department  was  made  public.  Rivalry 
among  plant  departments  and  plant  di¬ 
visions  was  employed  to  reduce  absentee¬ 
ism,  and  every  effort  was  made  to  bring 
home  to  the  workers  and  to  management 
the  critical  importance  of  the  work  be¬ 
ing  done  in  the  plant. 

In  9  weeks  absenteeism  was  reduced 
by  more  than  half. 
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This  experience  demonstrates  the  in¬ 
telligent  way  to  reduce  absenteeism  by 
removing  its  causes  with  the  cooperation 
of  management  and  labor. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
no  further  requests  for  time. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  no  further  requests  for  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  to  the  bottom  of  page  1. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
Mr.  Ramspeck  having  assumed  the  chair 
as  Speaker  pro  tempore,  Mr.  Bulwinkle, 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  re¬ 
ported  that  that  Committee  had  had  un¬ 
der  consideration  the  bill  H.  R.  2068,  and 
had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  colleague 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Baldwin]  may  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks  in  the  Record  and  in¬ 
clude  a  statement  issued  by  the  National 
League  of  Women  Voters. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Randolph]  have 
permission  to  include  in  his  remarks 
made  today  a  speech  made  on  Febru¬ 
ary  11. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Also,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Ramspeck]  be 
permitted  to  extend  his  remarks  made 
this  afternoon  and  include  two  news¬ 
paper  articles. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COMPTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  and  revise 
my  remarks  and  include  an  editorial 
from  the  New  Haven  Register. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Bradley]  be  permitted  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  an  address  by  Col. 
Robert  R.  McCormick  on  The  Fate  of  the 
Republic. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  and  include  a  radio  address  de¬ 


livered  by  me  over  the  National  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  February  26,  1943. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  state¬ 
ment  by  Mr.  A.  G.  Cox,  of  the  University 
of  Texas,  on  the  subject  The  Cotton 
Surplus,  a  Fact  or  Fancy. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend 
my  own  remarks  and  include  an  excerpt 
from  an  editorial. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr  CARLSON  of  Kansas,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  an  article  appear¬ 
ing  in  the  Evening  Bulletin  of  Phila¬ 
delphia  entitled  “The  Ruml  Plan  in 
Canada.” 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  an 
article. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Oklahoma.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
my  colleague  [Mr.  Boren]  may  have  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted  as  follows: 

To  Mr.  Hare,  for  Friday,  March  5,  on 
account  of  important  business. 

To  Mr.  McGregor  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio) ,  indefinitely,  on  ac¬ 
count  of  illness. 


To  Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska,  for  1  week, 
commencing  March  5,  on  account  of  offi¬ 
cial  business. 

ADJOURNMENT 

!r.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  House  do  now  adjourn. 
ie  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
'’clock  and  57  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
Hous^adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Friday, 
March ^j,  1943,  at  12  o’clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 
ComiAittee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 

(Tuesday,  March  9,  1943) 

The  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Harbors 
will  meet  Tuesday,  March  9,  1943,  at 
10:30  a.  m.,  to  begin  hearings  on  H.  R. 
1880,  a  bill  providing  for  the  construction 
of  a  ship  canal  across  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  connecting  New  York  Bay  with 
the  Delaware  River,  and  forming  the 
last  link  in  the  Intracoastal  Waterway 
from  Boston  to  the  Mexican  border. 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce 

(Tuesday, .March  9,  1943) 

There  will  be  a\  meeting  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  on  bridkes  of  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce,  at 
10  a.  m.,  Tuesday,  IVfarch  9,  1943. 

Business  to  be  considered:  Public 
hearing  on  H.  R.  877,  to  authorize  the 
'  charging  of  tolls  fd^  the  passage  ror 
transit  of  Government  traffic  over  the 
Golden  Gate  Bridge. 

(Tuesday,  March'^16,  1943) 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  at  10  a.  m.  Tuesday,  March  16, 
1943. 

Business  to  be  considered:  Public  hear¬ 
ing  on  H.  R.  149. 

Committee  on  the  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing 
(Thursday,  March  11,  ®43) 

You  are  hereby  advised  t&at  the  hear¬ 
ing  on  H.  R.  134,  to  provide  for  the  sus¬ 
pension,  during  the  war,  of  Operating- 
differential  subsidy  agre^ment^,  and  at¬ 
tendant  benefits,  under  title  t£I  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  .1936,  as  ajnended, 
and  for  other  purposes,  which  ftas  pre¬ 
viously  scheduled  for  Thursday,  March  4, 
1943,  has  been  postponed  until  Thursday, 
March  11,  1943,  at  10  a.  m. 

(Thursday,  ilarch  18,  1943) 

The  committee- will  also  hold  a  public 
hearing  on  Thursday,  March  18,  1943,  at 
10  a.  m.,  on  H.  R.  1361  (Mr.  Lane)1*  and 
H.  R.  1409  (Mr.  Fogarty),  conferring 
upon  men  in/the  merchant  marine'the 
same  rights, yprivileges,  and  benefits  Ac¬ 
cruing  to  those  serving  in  the  armed 
forces,  ancy  on  H.  R.  1858,  to  confer  the 
same  rights,  privileges,  and  benefits  upOn 
members/of  the  UnitechStates  merchant 
marine  Avho  served  during  the  World 
War  as'are  conferred  upon  members  of 
the  a/med  forces  of  the  United  States 
who  Served  during  such  war. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Jnder  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  execu¬ 
tive  communications  were  taken  from 
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the  Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  fol¬ 
low^: 

219\A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the 
United  NStates,  transmitting  lists  of  papers 
recommended  to  him  for  disposal  by  certain 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government;  to  the 
Committeeman  the  Disposition  of  Executive 
Papers. 

220.  A  letteivMrom  the  secretary  of  the 
American  Chem—M  Society,  transmitting  the 
annual  report  of  thes^merican  Chemical  So¬ 
ciety  for  the  calendar  J«ear  1942;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judicik^y. 

221.  A  letter  from  \he  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  transmitting  aNhaft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  av  horize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  exchange  certain  lands  wV{hin  the  Navajo 
Indian  Reservation,  Ariz.;  to  tire  Committee 
on  Indian  Affairs. 

222.  A  letter  from  the  Secreftuy  of  the 
Interior  transmitting  a  draft  of  aNnroposed 
bill  which  would  extend  the  date  sbt  forth 
in  the  act  of  June  4,  1920  (41  Stat.  75»i,  for 
repayment  to  the  Crow  Indian  Tribe  orsthe 
revolving  fund  established  by  that  act,  and 
would  authorize  an  increase  in  the  amount  of, 
the  fund;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs.  ' 

223.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  authorize  certain  officers  of  the  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard  to  act  as 
notaries  public  during  the  existence  of  war 
or  a  national  emergency  and  6  months  there¬ 
after;  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

224.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  authorize  travel  on  ships  at  next 
higher  available  first-class  rate  when  accom¬ 
modations  at  the  lowest  first-class  rate  are 
not  available;  to  the  Committee  on  Expendi¬ 
tures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 


REFORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  FULMER;  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
S.  660.  A  bill  to  prevent  certain  deductions 
in  determining  parity  or  comparable  prices 
of  agricultural  commodities,  and  for  other 
purposes;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
208).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  FULMER;  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
House  Joint  Resolution  83.  Resolution  to 
permit  additional  sales  of  wheat  for  feed; 
with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No.  209).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana:  Committee  j  on 
Immigration  and  Naturalization.  H.  P*.  2076. 
A  bill  to  authorize  the  deportation  of  aliens 
to  countries  allied  with  the  United  States; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  NoX211).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  th^Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

REFORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  S-rf  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  wpf*e  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing^nd  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Missouri:  Committee  on 
Claims/' H.  R.  1463.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Florence  B.  Hutchinson;  with  an  amendment 
(Rem.  No.  210).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  GALE: 

H.  R.  2077.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for 
commencing  and  completing  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  bridge  across  the  St.  Croix  River 
at  or  near  Hudson,  Wis.;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  HOWELL: 

H.  R.  2078.  A  bill  to  amend  paragraph  (1) 
of  section  2  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  relating  to  the  definition  of  the 
term  “security”  contained  therein;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce. 

By  Mr.  McMILLAN: 

H.  R.  2079.  A  bill  to  provide  Spanish  War 
veterans  wartime  pension  rates  for  service- 
connected  disability  or  death  of  certain  vet¬ 
erans  of  the  Spanish-American  War  recog¬ 
nized  by  Veterans  Regulations  as  “veterans 
of  any  war,”  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri: 

H.  R.  2080.  A  bill  to  provide  temporary  ad¬ 
ditional  pay  for  equipment  maintenance  for 
each  carrier  in  Rural  Mail  Delivery  Service; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 
Post  Ksads. 

BySMr.  MAGNUSON: 

H.  R.  2081^  A  bill  to  amend  the  National 
Service  Life-Insurance  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended,  so  as  to  make  insurance  under 
such  act  available  to  merchant  seamen;  to 
the  Committee  ori'.Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  BRYS* 

H.R.  2082.  A  bill  tb.  reduce  absenteeism, 
conserve  manpower  ancNspeed  production  of 
materials  necessary  for  lie  winniijg  of  the 
war;  to  the  Committee  on\he  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SPENCE:  v 

H.R.  2083.  A  bill  to  amend  Title  IV  of  the 
National  Housing  Act,  and  for'-.other  pur¬ 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  Bahking  and 
Currency.  \ 

By  Mr.  HAGEN; 

H.R.  2084.  A  bill  to  extend  the  statHs  of 
veterans  of  the  World  War  to  persons  enrorted 
or  enlisted  and  serving  on  United  Stall 
Shipping  Board  vessels  during  the  Worl( 
War  in  wni  zones;  to  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PITTENGER: 

H.R.  2085.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  dispo¬ 
sition  of  tribal  funds  of  the  Minnesota  Chip¬ 
pewa  Tribe  of  Indians;  to  the  Committee  on 
Indian  Affairs. 

H.R.  2086.  A  bill  to  authorize  refunding  to 
the  Chippewa  Indians  of  Minnesota  certain 
moneys  heretofore  appropriated  and  expend¬ 
ed  out  of  the  principal  funds  of  said  Indians; 
to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas: 

H.  R.  2087.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pun¬ 
ishment  of  certain  hostile  acts  against  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MARC  ANTONIO: 

H.  Res.  147.  Resolution  requesting  Henry 
Jensen,  Tom  Fitzsimmons,  and  John  Adams 
Carpenter  to  address  a  joint  session  of  the 
Congress;  to  the  Committee  on  Rules. 

By  Mrs.  NORTON: 

H.  Res.  148.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Labor  Committee  to  investigate  labor  condi¬ 
tions,  labor  and  employer  practices,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Comm.  „ tee  on  Rules. 


MEMORIALS 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memo¬ 
rials  were  presented  and  referred  as 
follows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  memo¬ 
rializing  the  President  and  the  Congresfe  of 
the  United  States  to  pass  legislation  relative 
to  the  cancelation  of  seed  and  feed  loans 
prior  to  1937;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Oregon,  memorializing  (the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  Unitedr  States  to  take 
steps  in  regard  to  milk  shortage;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Banking  and  CuiTency. 

Also,  memorial  of  the;A.egislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Puerto  Rico,'  memorializing  the 
President  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  end  the  colcniial  system  of  govern¬ 
ment  and  to  decide  democratically  the  per¬ 
manent  political  status  of  Puerto  Rico;  to  the 
Committee  on  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Fjoerto  Rico,  declaring  to  the 
President  and '  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  that  /he  majority  of  the  people  of 
Puerto  Rico  have  and  do  support  Guy  Tug- 
well;  to  the  Committee  on  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah,  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
pass  legislation  relative  to  social  security  to 
all,  including  the  military  forces  of  our  coun¬ 
try;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Utah,  memorializing  the  President 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to 
investigate  all  activities  and  practices  of  the 
Rent  Section  of  the  Office  of  Price  Adminis¬ 
tration;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Wyoming,  memorializing  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  enact  legislation  relating  to  reviews  by 
United  States -district  courts  of  decisions  by 
Federal  boards,  commissions,  and  other 
agencies;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bSls  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
sevi^ally  referred  as  follows: 

!v  Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky: 

H.  R.  SC88.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 
Rhoden  ;tp  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Rfr.  COFFEE : 

H.  R.  2089. bill  for  the  relief  of  Jennie 
Walker;  to  tnb  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  lXmBERTSON: 

H.R.  2090.  A  biU  for  the  relief  of  C.  N. 
Bunds,  of  Winchester,  Kans.,  by  reason  of 
certain  claims  arising,  within  the  World  War 
period;  to  the  COmmitaee  on  War  Claims. 

By  Mr.  LANE: 

H.R.  2091.  A  bill  for  relief  of  Mrs. 

Gladys  M.  Greenleaf  and  the  estate  of  Ralph 
Alton  Greenleaf,  deceased;  to\he  Committee 
on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  McMILLAN : 

H.R.  2092.  A  bill  granting  an  increase  of 
pension  to  William  E.  McIntosh;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  WELCH: 

H.R.  2093.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ray  L. 
Smith;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
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I;hout  objection,  it 
on. 
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Speaker,  I  ask 
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•  special  orders,  I 
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;here  objection  to 
gentleman  from 
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REMARKS 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Mi'.  .  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  state¬ 
ment  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  on  what  the  Navy  is  doing  for  small 
business,  and  also  another  statement 
from  the  Treasury  Department  on  what 
the  Procurement  Division  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  is  doing  for  small  business,  and  in¬ 
clude  therein  certain  tables. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.  ] 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  several 
days  ago  I  asked  and  was  granted  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  my  remarks  and  to  in¬ 
clude  an  address  by  N.  K.  Carnes,  general  I 
manager,  Central  Cooperative  Associa¬ 
tion.  I  have  been  advised  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Printer  that  the  article  will  run 
approximately  two-thirds  of  a  page  over 
the  limitation  of  two  pages,  at  a  cost  of 
$120.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
article  may  be  printed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.  1 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  of  New  Jersey.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  ex¬ 
tend  my  own  remarks  and  to  include  an 
article  by  Helen  Essary  of  February  28, 
1943. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  GEARHART.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  in /the  Record  and  include  a 
brief  article  by  Mr.  Dewey  Carson,  of 
Santa  Barbara,  Calif. 

The  SPlEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered.  « 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

wfc.  McMURRAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
two  requests  to  submit:  First,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include  two 
resolutions  adopted  by  the  Great  Lakes 
Harbors  Association;  second,  to  extend 
my  own  remarks  in  the  Record  and  in¬ 


clude  a  very  significant  statement  by  the 
United  States  district  engineer,  F.  Ryan 
Duffy,  of  Milwaukee. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

(Mr.  RANKIN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in 
the  Record.) 

MARCH  ANNIVERSARIES 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  RANKIN  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix  of 
today’s  Record.] 

RESIGNATION  FROM  THE  COMMITTEE  ON 
THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  resignation: 

Hon.  Sam  Rayburn, 

Speaker,  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Speaker  Rayburn  :  I  hereby  tender 
to  you  my  resignation  as  a  member  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Representatives.  This  action  is  taken  be¬ 
cause  I  do  not  have  time  to  give  proper  at¬ 
tention  to  the  Important  duties  of  this 
Committee. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Ed  Gossett. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  resignation  will  be  accepted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  by  own 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  to  include 
therein  a  copy  of  a  resolution  recently 
adopted  by  the  Needham  Forum. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.  ] 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 

Ml'.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  1 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  \  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
very  important  that  debate  on  the  lend- 
lease  bill  start  on  Monday.  I  realize  at 
the  same  time  that  Members  have  had  a 
very  hard  legislative  week  and  I  know 
how  much  Saturday  means  to  me  in  han¬ 
dling  my  mail.  Every  one  of  us  is  work¬ 
ing  hard.  I  am  hopeful  that  the  supple¬ 
mental  naval  appropriations  bill  will  be 
disposed  of  today,  because  if  it  is  not  I 
shall  feel  constrained  to  have  the  House 
sit  tomorrow  to  dispose  of  it  finally. 

One  of  the  main  reasons  I  rise  at.  this 
time  is  to  seek  information  from  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  and  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  as  to  whether  they  believe  the  bill 
can  be  disposed  of  this  afternoon. 


•ilk 


\  Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  wil 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr,  McCORMACK.  Gladly. 

at.  SHEPPARD.  Insofar  as  I  know( 
may’say  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from^fassachusetts  I  see  no  reason  v^iy 
the  bill  cannot  be  concluded  early  ^taris 
afternoon.  We  have  rather  extensive 
discussion  of  the  bill.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  know  an^  rea¬ 
son  why  It  should  not  be  completed  this 
afternoon1?  j 

Mr.  DITTER.  Will  the  gafctleman 
yield?  \ 

Mr.  McCpRMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman,  i 

Mr.  DITTRR.  I  feel  with  the  fine  evi¬ 
dence  of  support  for  the  bill  which  has 
already  been  shown  here  that  within  a 
very  reasonably  time  this  afternoon  the 
bill  will  be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield?  \ 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  If  memory  serves  me 
correctly,  it  was  only  a  few  short  weeks 
ago  that  the  majority  leader  objected  so 
strenuously  when  I  '-suggested  that  if 
necessary  we  work  a  little  on  Saturday, 
sometimes  on  a  Friday;1  Has  the  gentle¬ 
man  seen  the  light,  and  does  he  think  we 
ought  to  get  down  to  business  now? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  on  some  occasions  is  a 
beacon  of  light  to  all  of  us. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  That  is  good,  and  I 
am  glad  to  hear  it.  The  gentleman  may 
be  assured  that  I  do  not  try  to  keep  that 
light  under  a  bushjel,  as  does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
shows  some  evidences  of  friendly  dis¬ 
temper  perhaps. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  gentleman  just 
misunderstood  me.  We  have  always 
been  friendly. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  said  “friendly 
distemper.” 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  That  is  a  bad  dis¬ 
ease  that  afflicts  horses  and  dogs.  \ 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Of  course,  it  is 
bad. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  never  had  that. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  They  usually 
dogs  with  distemper. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  am  glad  the  genr 
tleman  shows  evidence  of  conversion. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT,  Mr.  LUDLOW,  and  * 
Mr.  FOR  AND  asked  and  were  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  their  own  remarks  in 
the  Record. 

Mr.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the  Record 
and  to  include  an  article  and  address  by 
O.  W.  Dynes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
this  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Church]? 

■  There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
'AppendixJ - - - "" 
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SUPPLEMENTAL  NAVAL  APPROPRIATION 
BILL,  FISCAL  YEAR  1943 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mi'.  Speaker,  I 
move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
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the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2068) 
making  additional  appropriations  for 
the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval  serv¬ 
ice  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1943,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  2068, 
with  Mr.  Bdl winkle  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

For  additional  amounts  for  appropriations 
for  the  Navy  Department  and  naval  service, 
fiscal  year  1943,  to  be  supplemental  to  the 
appropriations  and  funds  in  the  Naval  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1943,  including  the  objects 
and  subject  to  the  limitations  specified  under 
the  respective  heads  and  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  under  the  head  “General  provisions” 
contained  in  said  act,  except  as  otherwise 
provided  herein,  as  follows. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  an 
additional  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Lanham  1? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  day  be¬ 
fore  yesterday  the  gentleman  from  Kan¬ 
sas  resumed  his  self-assumed  role  of 
criticizing  the  war  service  of  the  sons  of 
the  President.  I  am  very  much  surprised 
and  disappointed  at  his  repetition  of  this 
attack.  It  so  happened  that  I  was  busy 
in  another  part  of  the  Capitol  when  his 
remarks  were  made. 

It  is  not  a  sufficient  basis  for  the  un¬ 
just  criticism  in  which  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  has  indulged  that  he  dis¬ 
agrees  with  policies  of  the  President.  I 
doubt  if  any  Member  serving  here  has 
been  in  accord  with  every  proposal  the 
President  has  made.  Differences  of 
opinion  naturally  inhere  in  human  na¬ 
ture  and  in  the  independence  of  Ameri¬ 
can  thought  and  judgment.  But  it  is  not 
becoming  of  anyone  in  this  body  in  these 
trying  times  to  criticize  loyal  Americans 
who  are  wearing  the  uniform  of  our 
country.  Aside  from  the  impropriety  of 
its  effect  upon  morale,  there  are  three 
additional  reasons  among  others  why 
such  attacks  should  not  be  made. 

In  the  first  place,  these  boys  are  ren¬ 
dering  a  patriotic  service  to  the  land  they 
love  in  fighting  for  the  defense  and  pro¬ 
tection  and  preservation  of  the  American 
ideals  we  cherish.  In  the  second  place, 
without  minute  investigation  no  one  of 
us  can  know  in  detail  all  the  facts  con¬ 
cerning  the  record  of  anyone  in  the 
armed  forces.  In  the  third  place,  it  is 
distinctly  unfair  because  these  boys  have 
no  opportunity  whatever  to  reply  to  such 
unwarranted  attacks. 

I  feel  impelled  to  read  to  you  a  letter 
which  I  received  recently  from  Elliott 
Roosevelt.  It  is  as  follows: 

North  Africa,  January  22,  1943. 
The  Honorable  Fritz  Lanham, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Fritz:  I  am  writing  you  this  note  be¬ 
cause,  first  of  all,  you  are  my  Congressman 


and,  secondly,  you  have  known  me  for  a  long 
time  and  can  speak  for  me  as  a  citizen  of  the 
State  of  Texas. 

I  have  just  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
my  father  over  here,  and  he  gave  me  the  first 
American  newspapers  I  have  seen  since  I  left 
the  States  last  September. 

In  the  papers  I  read  something  which 
deeply  disturbs  me.  A  fellow  Congressman 
of  yours  has  undertaken  to  criticize  some  of 
my  brothers  and  their  war  records  by  stating 
that  two  of  them  were  pulled  out  of  combat 
zones  so  that  they  would  not  be  exposed  to 
danger.  Inasmuch  as  I  know  the  Congress¬ 
man  could  not  be  referring  to  me,  because  I 
am  here  with  the  troops  in  North  Africa, 
and  because  I  know  that  my  brother  Franklin 
has  been  on  a  destroyer  in  the  north  Atlantic 
and  still  is,  there  can  be  only  two  brothers 
to  whom  the  gentleman  in  question  refers, 
my  brothers  James  and  John. 

I  happen  to  know  that  James  has  insisted 
on  carrying  on,  on  active  duty,  even  though 
he  is  not  physically  up  to  the  strain  of  com¬ 
bat.  He  could  easily  sit  back  and  not  be  ex¬ 
posed  to  actual  combat,  because  if  he  were 
anybody  else’s  son  he  would  be  exempted 
from  such  duty.  He  is  a  hell  of  a  fine  officer 
and  has  plenty  of  guts.  Ask  any  man  who 
has  served  with  him — that  is  the  test.  John, 
my  youngest  brother,  is  in  the  Naval  Supply 
Corps.  He’s  been  fighting  like  hell  ever  since 
he  got  in  to  go  on  foreign  service,  and  I  know 
that  my  father  or  anyone  else  isn’t  going  to 
stop  him  before  this  show  is  over. 

The  fact  that  my  brother  James  has  won 
the  Navy  Cross  for  gallantry  in  action  speaks 
for  itself. 

Such  criticism  aimed  at  men  who  are  fight¬ 
ing  for  their  country  strikes  me  as  sort  of 
unfair.  They  can’t  answer  back.  We  feel  we 
are  fighting  for  all  America.  We  are  not  in 
politics.  In  the  forces  there  is  a  unity  of 
purpose — the  continuation  of  American  free¬ 
dom  and  American  ideals. 

Please  explain  this  fact  to  your  colleague, 
and  try  to  explain  to  him  that  we,  as  soldiers, 
don’t  care  whether  or  how  much  he  disagrees 
with  the  President,  but  for  God’s  sake  let  us 
fight  without  being  stabbed  in  the  back  for 
the  sake  of  politics. 

If  I  ever  get  home  and  am  out  of  the  Army 
I’ll  be  glad  to  stand  up  for  my  own  honor, 
but  in  the  meantime  see  if  he  won’t  lay  off 
until  such  time  as  a  fair  fight  can  be  made 
of  it. 

I  don’t  care  whether  a  man  is  a  Republican 
or  a  Democrat.  Let’s  get  together  and  get 
this  damn  war  won.  I'm  tired  and  I  want  to 
go  home  and  live  in  peace  on  my  ranch  with 
my  family.  The  sooner  the  better,  too. 

If  the  Congressman  questions  my  service, 
you  might  tell  him  that  I  have  spent  over 
two-thirds  of  my  service  in  the  past  2  years 
on  foreign  duty.  I’ve  been  in  every  lousy 
spot  the  Air  Corps  can  think  of  to  send  its 
men.  It’s  not  much  fun  I  can  tell  you,  es¬ 
pecially  the  butterflies  that  fly  around  in  your 
stomach  when  the  German  gets  the  range  and 
lets  loose  everything  he’s  got  at  your  plane. 

Thank  you,  sir,  for  passing  on  these  per¬ 
sonal  sentiments  to  your  honored  colleague 
in  the  House. 

Sincerely  your  friend, 

Elliott  Roosevelt, 
Lieutenant  Colonel,  Air  Corps. 

That  sounds  like  a  letter  of  a  true 
American  soldier.  You  will  note  it  does 
not  contain  one  word  disrespectful  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas.  Elliott  Roose¬ 
velt  is  fighting  the  enemy,  not  Members 
of  Congress.  And  surely  it  is  the  duty  of 
all  Members  of  Congress  to  help  such 
boys  fight  the  enemy  and  not  be  direct¬ 
ing  attacks  against  the  boys  themselves. 

On  the  day  I  received  that  letter  I 
sought  out  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
and  read  it  to  him  and  pleaded  with  him 
to  desist  from  such  unwarranted  criti¬ 


cism.  I  repeat  I  am  surprised  and  dis¬ 
appointed  at  its  renewal. 

Because  of  the  former  utterances  of 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas  in  this  re¬ 
gard,  I  made  it  a  point  to  make  some 
personal  investigation  of  the  service  of 
the  President’s  sons.  I  want  to  give  it 
for  you  and  for  the  Record  in  order  that 
we  may  get  on  about  winning  this  war 
and  stop  attacking  one  another. 

James  is  now  a  lieutenant  colonel  in 
the  Marine  Corps.  He  has  been  promot¬ 
ed  from  the  captaincy  he  had  when  the 
war  began.  When  he  was  first  commis¬ 
sioned  in  the  Marine  Corps,  before  the 
war,  he  was  a  lieutenant  colonel.  How¬ 
ever,  when  the  war  began  he  asked  to 
be  reduced  to  a  captaincy.  His  request 
was  complied  with  and  now  he  has,  by 
his  service  with  the  marines  in  action 
in  the  southwest  Pacific,  been  twice  pro¬ 
moted  and  risen  again  to  the  rank  of 
lieutenant  colonel  in  his  own  right.  He 
has  been  decorated  for  gallantry  in  ac¬ 
tion. 

When  he  was  serving  as  one  of  the 
secretaries  to  his  father,  he  had  to  re¬ 
sign  because  of  ill  health.  He  underwent 
a  major  operation  at  the  Mayo  Clinic  in 
Rochester,  Minn.  His  stomach  was  ul¬ 
cerated,  and  the  surgeons  removed  a  dan¬ 
gerous  and  sizable  ulcer. 

When  he  was  discharged  from  the  hos¬ 
pital  in  Rochester,  the  surgeons  and  doc¬ 
tors  advised  him  to  remain  on  a  very  re¬ 
stricted  diet.  The  marines  in  the  south¬ 
west  Pacific  eat  what  they  can  get  in 
the  way  of  field  rations,  and  dieting  in 
accordance  with  doctors’  orders  is  im¬ 
possible.  James  Roosevelt  was  one  of 
them  and  ate  with  them  and  lost  30 
pounds  in  weight. 

He  was  second  in  command  of  a  de¬ 
tachment  of  marine  commandos.  They 
went  on  a  combat  mission.  He  refused 
to  leave  his  command  and  remained  with 
it  until  the  mission  had  been  accom¬ 
plished.  The  doctors  with  his  detach¬ 
ment  then  ordered  him  to  a  service  hos¬ 
pital  for  observation.  As  a  result,  he  was 
returned  to  the  United  States  and  has 
been  instructing  marines  in  commando 
tactics  at  a  training  station  on  the  west 
coast.  My  information  is  that  he  has 
asked  to  be  relieved  of  his  duties  as  an 
instructor  and  to  be  returned  to  the 
southwest  Pacific  for  further  active  serv¬ 
ice  there. 

Franklin,  Jr.,  entered  the  Navy  as  a 
reservist,  following  his  graduation  from 
Harvard  where  he  had  taken  the  course 
of  studies  prescribed  for  naval  reservists 
and  had  passed  successfully.  He  has 
been  promoted  to  a  lieutenancy  and  is 
serving  at  the  present  time  as  the  gun¬ 
nery  officer  aboard  a  destroyer.  His  ship 
was  in  action  at  Casablanca,  and  I  have 
heard  it  said  that  his  destroyer  fired 
more  shells  than  any  other  ship  of  its 
class  that  saw  action  at  Casablanca. 
After  that  action,  his  destroyer  was  or¬ 
dered  to  a  navy  yard  on  the  Atlantic  coast 
for  repairs.  While  these  repairs  were 
being  made,  Franklin,  Jr.,  was  given  a 
few  days’  leave  and  it  was  then  that  he 
visited  Washington  to  see  his  father  and 
mother. 

Franklin,  Jr.,  was  assigned  to  neutral¬ 
ity  patrol  work  in  the  North  Atlantic  be¬ 
fore  Pearl  Harbor.  While  on  this  duty 
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he  suffered  an  attack  of  appendicitis. 
His  destroyer,  as  was  the  case  with  many 
others  at  that  time,  did  not  have  a  full 
complement  of  officers.  He  carried  on, 
standing  his  watches  with  his  brother 
officers,  and  he  remained  on  duty  despite 
his  illness  until  his  ship  returned  to  the 
home  port. 

Standing  watch  on  a  destroyer  in  the 
wintry  waters  of  the  North  Atlantic  is  a 
man’s  job  any  time.  But  standing  such 
watch  when  a  man  is  ill  and  running  a 
fever  takes  something  of  real.  American¬ 
ism.  And  that  is  what  this  boy  did. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  4  ad¬ 
ditional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  Can  the 
gentleman  tell  me  whether  he  has  investi¬ 
gated  the  record  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  to  see  what  contribution  he  made 
in  the  last  war? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  have  not  done  so.  I 
am  speaking  of  the  accusation  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Kansas  against  the 
sons  of  the  President  and  their  service. 
May  I  say  again  that  there  is  not  one 
disrespectful  word  in  the  letter  of  Elliott 
Roosevelt  in  regard  to  the  attack  made  by 
this  Member  of  Congress,  despite  the 
fact  that  the  criticism  of  this  Member 
was  directed  at  his  own  brothers. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  Does  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  know  that  in  the 
city  of  New  York  we  have  made  every 
effort  to  have  the  men  of  the  forces  on 
leave  entertained,  just  as  the  President’s 
son  was  entertained,  soldiers,  sailors,  of¬ 
ficers.  all  of  them? 

Mr.  LANHAM.  To  be  sure,  and  you 
have  done  a  fine  and  commendable  job. 
Goodness  knows  it  is  as  little  as  we  can 
do  to  entertain  these  boys  on  leave  and 
give  them  a  little  of  the  comforts  and 
pleasures  of  life. 

Mr.  BALDWIN  of  New  York.  I  hope 
the  gentleman  knows  the  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  concur  in  what 
he  is  saying. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  I  certainly  appreciate 
the  contribution  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  and  thank  him  for  it. 

John  Roosevelt  does  not  have  normal 
eyesight.  He  could  not  pass  the  physical 
examination  as  a  Navy  line  officer.  He 
was  accepted,  however,  as  a  supply  offi¬ 
cer,  receiving  his  commission  as  an 
ensign  after  he  had  passed  the  course  of 
studies  given  by  the  Navy  business  school 
at  Harvard  University,  of  which  institu¬ 
tion  John  is  a  graduate. 

He  was  at  one  time  in  charge  of  the 
supplies  for  a  squadron  of  ships  in  Pacific 
waters.  He  was  attached  at  the  time  to 
a  shore  station,  the  home  port  of  his 
squadron.  However,  he  had  asked  for  a 
transfer  of  duty  from  shore  to  sea.  He 
has  recently  been  transferred  from  the 
San  Diego  area  to  the  vicinity  of  San 
Francisco,  and  he  is  still  greatly  inter¬ 


ested  in  carrying  out  his  naval  ambition 
to  serve  as  supply  officer  on  an  airplane 
carrier  in  the  Pacific. 

Elliott  Roosevelt  also  was  unable  be¬ 
cause  of  defects  of  vision  to  get  a  com¬ 
mission  as  a  fighting  pilot  in  the  Air 
Corps.  It  was  for  this  reason  that  he  was 
assigned  to  photographic  work.  As  an 
Air  Corps  photograph  officer,  he  has 
flown  and  photographed  the  North  At¬ 
lantic  coast,  Newfoundland,  Greenland, 
Iceland,  and  has  had  photograph  mis¬ 
sions  in  England,  over  occupied  France, 
and  has  done  extensive  work  in  Africa. 
For  his  splendid  service  he  has  received 
a  decoration. 

On  one  trip  to  Africa,  before  the  Amer¬ 
ican  forces  landed  on  that  continent,  he 
brought  back  a  great  mass  of  photo¬ 
graphs  of  African  terrain.  His  plane  was 
fired  on  and  chased  by  German  pilots. 
Fortunately  he  was  able  to  escape  the 
enemy  pursuers  by  maneuvering  and 
concealing  his  ship  in  the  clouds.  The 
photographs  he  made  assisted  greatly  in 
the  planning  that  preceded  the  landing 
of  our  forces  in  Africa. 

When  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  go 
to  a  hospital  for  an  operation,  he  brought 
the  African  films  back  to  the  United 
States.  On  his  mission  to  Africa  he  was 
taken  ill,  but  he  completed  his  mission 
and  returned  home  before  he  reported 
to  the  Army  doctors  or  was  treated  for 
the  illness  which  finally  led  to  the  opera¬ 
tion  in  Fort  Worth. 

It  is  a  very  easy  matter  to  “bob  up 
serenely”  on  the  floor  of  this  Chamber 
and  indulge  in  unjustified  criticism,  but 
it  is  a  difficult  task  to  perform  the  service 
which  our  valiant  boys  are  rendering  for 
their  country.  I  am  properly  proud  of 
every  loyal  American  boy  in  our  armed 
forces  who  is  bravely  doing  his  part  to 
achieve  the  victory  for  liberty  we  crave, 
and  an  examination  of  the  facts  of  the 
record  will  disclose  that  the  sons  of  the 
President  have  shown  by  their  deeds  that 
they  belong  in  this  patriotic  and  coura¬ 
geous  class. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  op¬ 
position  to  the  pro  forma  amendment 
and  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed 
out  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  genteman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  this 
tragic  war  has  brought  to  the  world  two 
of  the  most  outstanding  instances  of  the 
trend  toward'  real  democracy  the  world 
has  even  seen.  Let  me  say  here  that 
I  concur  in  all  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Lanham],  has  just  said.  I  believe 
the  fact  that  the  four  sons  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States,  who  undoubt¬ 
edly,  if  they  had  desired  to  avoid  service 
to  their  country  in  this  war  could  have 
found  a  way  to  do  so,  have  on  the  con¬ 
trary  volunteered  their  services  to  their 
country,  ought  to  receive  the  commen¬ 
dation  of  every  one  of  us  and  the  criti¬ 
cism  of  no  one.  I  call  attention  to  that 
as  the  first  example  of  real,  genuine 
democratic  patriotism. 

-The  other  thing  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
your  attention  at  this  time  as  an  instance 
similar  to  their  services  is  the  fact  that 
George  VI  of  England  has  just  recently 
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laid  aside  the  purple  robes  and  the  crown 
and  stepped  down  from  the  most  power¬ 
ful  throne  on  the  face  of  the  earth  to 
become  a  democrat  in  blue  overalls  as  a 
worker  in  a  British  war  factory.  I  think 
his  action,  along  with  that  of  the  sons 
of  President  Roosevelt,  ought  to  be  at 
least  a  gentle  admonition  to  us  and  to 
the  people  of  this  country  who  are  sus¬ 
pected  of  unjustifiable  absenteeism  from 
their  work  in  our  war  effort. 

If  the  time  has  come  when  a  king  can 
step  down  from  his  throne  to  become  a 
toiler,  to  work  with  his  hands  from  the 
setting  sun  to  the  rising  sun,  all  through 
the  weary  hours  of  the  night,  if  the  time 
has  come  when  the  sons  of  a  President 
of  the  United  States  can  brave  the  perils 
of  the  sea  and  of  the  air  and  of  the  land 
and  of  the  jungles,  as  well  as  the  battle 
fronts,  that  ought  to  be  an  admonition 
to  the  men  of  this  country  who  are  able- 
bodied  and  in  good  health,  well-fed, 
well-clothed,  and  well-housed,  that  they 
should  go  to  work  on  time  and  continue 
on  time. 

I  heard  considerable  discussion  here 
yesterday  on  this  subject.  To  my  mind, 
this  Congress  has  more  perplexing  and 
difficult  problems  with  which  to  deal  than 
any  Congress  in  the  history  of  America. 
Therefore,  I  rise  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  leaving  one  admonition  with  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House,  that  instead  of  knock¬ 
ing  the  boys  in  the  service,  let  us  extend 
a  helping  hand  henceforth,  and  leave  off 
our  criticism.  Let  us  devote  ourselves 
wholly  to  the  task  of  solving  the  great 
problems  which  confront  us  and  not 
spend  our  time  in  political  criticisms  of 
the  family  of  the  President,  every  one  of 
whom  has  proven  his  loyalty  and  pa¬ 
triotism  time  and  again. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  was  my  privilege  last 
Saturday  to  be  in  Detroit,  Mich.,  where 
with  six  other  Members  of  the  House  we 
spent  the  day  in  visiting  the  Ford  Wil¬ 
low  Run  airplane  plant  and  the  Chrysler- 
operated  tank  factory.  As  a  member  of 
the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee,  I 
was  extremely  interested  in  making  this 
trip.  To  say  that  the  picture  of  produc¬ 
tion  methods  and  results  being  obtained 
were  a  revelation  to  me  would  be  putting 
it  mildly.  I  sincerely  wish  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  Congress  might  have  the  same  op¬ 
portunity  as  was  mine  in  going  through 
these  two  plants.  I  am  sure  your  eyes 
would  be  opened  at  the  remarkable  prog¬ 
ress  that  has  been  made  in  so  relatively 
a  short  space  of  time  and  the  record  of 
production  which  we  note  coming  from 
the  assembly  lines.  Truly,  seeing  is  be¬ 
lieving,  and  because  I  did  see  I  desire  to 
relate  to  you,  at  least  in  part,  some  of 
the  findings  and  facts  as  I  noted  them  on 
my  travel  through  these  huge  plants. 

As  we  are  all  aware,  much  criticism 
and  much  questioning  has  gone  on  re¬ 
garding  the  Willow  Run  plant  and  the 
fact  that  it  has  been  so  long  in  getting 
into  production.  Yes,  many  individuals 
have  wise-cracked  by  saying  “not  Willow 
Run  but  will  it  ever  run?”  I  want  to 
report  it  is  running.  When  one  consid¬ 
ers  that  only  about  18  months  ago  the 
place  where  we  now  see  airplanes  being 
produced  was  a  meadow  or  pasture,  any 
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such  observer  must  realize  that  great 
progress  has  been  made.  As  you  start 
through  this  huge  plant  so  recently 
erected  and  follow  through  part  by  part 
all  the  necessary  items  and  materials 
needed  to  put  planes  into  the  air,  you 
again  begin  to  wonder  how  they  are  able 
to  do  it.  Please  remember  that  all  the 
battery  of  tools,  huge  machine  tools,  had 
to  be  designed,  patterned,  built,  and  in¬ 
stalled  before  a  finger  could  be  turned. 
Then  workers  had  to  be  hired.  There 
are  now  about  38,000  such  employees  and 
it  is  hoped  to  build  the  force  to  88,000. 
Hardly  any  of  these  individuals  had  any 
previous  knowledge  on  how  to  build  air¬ 
planes.  They  had  to  be  schooled  and 
taught.  In  fact,  out  of  a  group  of  16,- 
000  who  completed  training  courses,  over 
9,000  have  already  left  the  plant  for 
various  reasons,  primarily,  of  course,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  draft.  Another  important 
factor  is  the  lack  of  housing  facilities. 
As  I  understand  it,  many  are  already 
driving  40  or  50  miles  to  work  at  the 
plant.  Some  Government  housing  is 
now  going  up,  but  it  is  needed  immedi¬ 
ately.  Surveys  have  been  made  to  locate 
all  and  any  available  rooms  in  the 
vicinity  of  Willow  Run.  The  results  are 
negligible. 

Today  approximately  35  percent  of 
the  employees  are  women.  The  man¬ 
agement  hopes  and  desires  to  step  up 
this  percentage  as  fast  as  possible. 
Women  workers  are  proving  very  effi¬ 
cient.  Men  classified  in  I-A  are  no 
longer  placed  on  the  pay  roll,  due  to  the 
short  space  of  time  they  can  work  before 
being  called  into  the  service.  There 
have  been  some  shortages  of  materials, 
but  the  best  opinion  now  is  that  they  are 
over  the  hump  as  to  any  real  bottlenecks. 
The  matters  of  securing  sufficient  labor 
and  adequate  housing  appear  to  be  the 
real  handicaps  to  speedy  results. 

I  am  not  at  liberty  to  disclose  what 
the  production  records  are  to  date. 
Suffice  I  think  is  to  state  that  over  the 
period  of  the  last  few  months,  on  a  per¬ 
centage  basis,  the  increase  in  production 
is  good.  Such  increases  are  expected  to 
continue  to  the  end  that  the  objective 
goals  will  be  met  sooner  than  many 
might  suppose. 

As  to  the  workers — and  from  figures 
given  me,  I  might  add  that  there  is  too 
much  absenteeism  in  the  plant,  amount¬ 
ing  for  the  month  of  February  to  ap¬ 
proximately  10  percent  for  all  employees. 
There  is  room  for  improvement  in  appli¬ 
cation  and  determination  to  work  harder, 
longer,  and  more  effectively  in  order  to 
produce  more.  Only  an  extremely  small 
minority  of  the  employees  are  responsi¬ 
ble  for  such  a  state  of  affairs.  Some¬ 
how  there  must  be  instilled  in  all  work¬ 
ers,  whether  in  the  plants  I  visited  or  all 
others,  a  determination  to  do  their  best. 
The  time  has  come  when  every  hour  of 
manpower  must  be  utilized  to  the  best 
of  our  ability. 

Management  appears  to  be  doing  their 
utmost  to  meet  and  fulfill  the  goals  set 
for  them  by  the  War  Department.  I 
truly  marvel  at  the  ingenuity,  ability,  and 
resourcefulness  of  the  men  at  the  helm 
who  unselfishly  and  patriotically  are 
trying  their  best  to  do  as  good  a  job  as 
can  be  done  for  their  Government,  in 


order  that  we  win  the  war  as  expediti¬ 
ously  as  possible.  Theirs  is  not  a  pleas¬ 
ant  job  and  I  know  they  much  prefer 
the  day  to  come  when  they  again  can  be 
building  and  delivering  automobiles 
which  add  joy  to  your  and  my  everyday 
life. 

The  Chrysler  plant,  building  General 
Sherman  tanks,  was  most  interesting. 
From  the  time  we  entered  the  one  door 
where  we  noted  the  raw  material,  right 
on  to  the  end  of  the  assembly  line  when 
the  finished  M-4  came  off,  was  a  story 
in  production  ability  which  one  could  not 
fail  to  recognize.  The  production  here 
is  apparently  up  to  schedule  and  does 
and  can  meet  requirement  goals  of  the 
War  Department.  And  the  ride  in  one 
of  the  finished  tanks,  parts  of  which  are 
made  like  a  clock,  demonstrates  what 
creatures  of  destruction  these  tanks  can 
really  be. 

Mr.  Chairman,  American  ingenuity, 
initiative,  private  enterprise,  and  know¬ 
how  methods,  coupled  with  the  efforts  of 
patriotic,  loyal,  determined  workers  are 
going  to  get  the  production  job  done  for 
America.  I  am  convinced  of  this  since 
visiting  the  two  above-mentioned  plants. 
Again  let  me  state,  I  wish  every  Member 
of  Congress,  the  press,  the  radio  com¬ 
mentators  and  columnists  could  visit 
such  places  as  I  did  last  Saturday.  I 
feel  sure  there  would  be  far  greater  un¬ 
derstanding  on  the  part  of  all. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  paragraph  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  all 
sides  we  hear  much  about  absenteeism, 
and  in  that  regard  what  I  have  to  say  at 
this  juncture  may  make  me  feel  as  lone¬ 
some  as  a  slice  off  a  loaf  of  bread.  On 
all  sides  we  hear  charges  against  labor. 
Labor  is  cuffed  around,  chastised,  casti¬ 
gated,  criticized  as  though  it  were  a 
whipping  boy.  We  hear  very  little  these 
days  about  the  tremendous  efforts  labor 
is  putting  into  war  work  and  its  many 
sacrifices,  its  perseverance,  its  keeping 
its  nose  to  the  grindstone.  Its  nonstrike 
pledge,  with  few  exceptions,  has  been 
rigidly  maintained.  Indeed,  the  loss  of 
man-hours  during  October  and  Novem¬ 
ber  and  December  was  less  than  three 
one-hundredths  of  1  percent  as  a  result 
of  this  no-strike  pledge,  but  here  we  now 
have  Capt.  Eddie  Rickenbacker,  a  real 
hero,  for  whom  I  have  abundant  regard, 
who  comes  forward  as  a  new  Daniel 
come  to  judgment.  Mr.  Chairman,  he 
speaks  out  of  his  element  when  he  lam¬ 
bastes  labor  from  hell  to  breakfast.  I 
repeat,  I  respect  his  unflinching  courage 
and  stamina,  but  that  does  not  require 
my  agreement  with  him  on  all  his  obser¬ 
vations. 

High-ranking  officials  likewise  hurl  all 
sorts  of  invective  at  labor,  and  the  abuse 
of  billingsgate  flows  freely  in  this 
Chamber.  Labor  baiters  abound  every¬ 


where.  But  why  visit  the  sins  of  the  few 
upon  the  many?  The  slightest  lapse 
from  grace  is  exaggerated  out  of  all  pro¬ 
portions.  The  merest  slip  or  indiscre¬ 
tion  causes  an  hysterical  press  to  screech 
to  high  heaven.  One  would  imagine 
that  all  hewers  of  stone  and  carriers  of 
water;  all  men  who  toil,  are  racketeers, 
or  shirkers,  or  good-for-nothings.  Ab¬ 
senteeism,  legitimate  or  illegitimate,  is 
bunched  together  and  is  grossly  misrep¬ 
resented.  Absenteeism  is  propagan¬ 
dized  as  a  sort  of  catch-all  phrase  with 
which  to  beat  and  strafe  labor.  I  have 
no  excuse  for  the  willful  absentee,  either 
because  of  laziness,  recovery  from  a 
binge,  or  just  cussedness.  I  hold  no 
brief  for  labor  leaders  at  aircraft  plants 
who  threaten  to  hold  continuous  unfin¬ 
ished  business  labor  mass  meetings  un¬ 
til  their  demands  for  higher  wages  are 
satisfied.  I  denounce  any  deliberate 
work  stoppage  on  war  appliances.  But 
such  cases  are  isolated  and  rare.  They 
are  highly  exceptional.  The  honest 
labor  man  and  woman  should  not  be 
blamed  for  the  dereliction  of  a  few  self- 
seeking  or  misguided  leaders. 

Absenteeism,  if  you  are  going  to  ap¬ 
ply  it,  should  be  applied  fairly  and 
squarely.  Apply  it  to  everyone,  to  the 
Congressman,  for  example,  who  is  ab¬ 
sent  without  real  reason.  I  have  clients 
who  come  to  my  office  in  New  York,  and  I 
tell  them  to  their  teeth,  that  they  have 
no  right  to  go  to  Florida  at  this  juncture 
of  our  national  affairs  and  spend  vaca¬ 
tions  there.  They  have  no  right  to  do  it, 
especially  when  they  are  engaged  in  war- 
work,  and  I  have  a  right  to  say  that  to 
them.  If  they  are  absent  from  war  work, 
deal  the  same  with  them  as  you  would 
with  the  laboring  man,  who  has  no  right 
to  be  absent  from  his  bench.  I  think  it 
is  just  as  important  that  the  bosses  and 
managers  stay  on  the  job  as  it  is  for 
the  employees.  We  should  apply  the 
work-or-fight  rule  to  everybody,  lawyers, 
doctors,  ministers,  newspapermen,  re¬ 
porters,  editors,  and  Congressmen,  as 
well  as  laborers. 

Why  dump  the  slackers  into  the  Army? 
The  Army  is  a  sacred  arm  of  the  Na¬ 
tion.  I  do  not  want  any  slackers  in  the 
Army,  or  at  the  war  front.  It  is  an  honor 
to  serve  in  the  armed  forces.  Should 
the  Army  be  made  a  receptacle  into 
which  can  be  dumped  unpatriotic  hu¬ 
man  refuse?  Furthermore,  coercion 
never  gets  you  anywhere.  Voluntary 
methods  to  cure  absenteeism  have  not 
been  properly  explored  or  tested.  Ef¬ 
forts  should  be  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  upon  the  part  of  labor,  to 
prevent  absenteeism,  and  until  that  is 
explored  we  should  not  apply  any  coer¬ 
cive  methods. 

Force  will  not  produce  mor%  work 
hours  or  more  production. 

Th.^e  should  be  a  three-way  attack  on 
inexcusable  absenteeism: 

First.  Educational  campaigns  should 
be  vigorously  carried  out  in  plants  to 
impress  the  workers  with  the  importance 
of  their  jobs.  Merchants  should  keep 
stores  open  at  night  to  enable  both  men 
and  women  to  do  appropriate  shopping. 
Hours  of  the  day  should  not  be  used  for 
shopping  if  they  require  absence  from 
jobs.  One  plant  significantly  awards 
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swastikas  to  those  departments  having 
the  most  absentees.  Another  plant  re¬ 
quires  an  absentee  to  work  as  many  hours 
as  he  was  away  from  the  plant  without 
adequate  excuse.  These  extra  hours  are 
paid  in  War  bonds  and  stamps.  These 
and  other  methods  could  be  well  devised 
to  impress  upon  the  workers  the  serious¬ 
ness  of  their  tasks  and  the  necessity  for 
them  to  give  unlimiting  toil. 

Second.  Labor  leaders  and  union  peri¬ 
odicals  should  appeal  to  the  workers  to 
stay  on  their  jobs.  Indeed,  Philip  Mur¬ 
ray,  the  C.  I.  O.  president,  and  William 
Green,  the  American  Federation  of  Labor 
President,  have  already  warned  their 
members  that  absenteeism  is  a  serious 
menace.  They  tell  their  unions  that 
absenteeism  affects  not  only  an  individ¬ 
ual  worker’s  production,  but  freezes 
whole  departments  out  of  gear  and  pre¬ 
cludes  proper  materials  from  coming  to 
crews  on  time.  Labor-management  com¬ 
mittees  have  been  eminently  successful 
in  hundreds  of  plants.  These  commit¬ 
tees  constantly  prod  the  workers  and 
impress  them  with  the  necessity  of  keep¬ 
ing  on  the  job.  Undue  absences  have 
been  cut  down  materially. 

Third.  Various  agencies  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  particularly  the  War  Man¬ 
power  Commission,  can  render  yeoman 
service  in  this  regard.  They  can  work 
with  the  unions  and  with  management  to 
solve  the  problem.  It  might  be  well  to 
refer  to  the  local  War  Manpower  Com¬ 
mission  officers  any  flagrant  cases  of 
absenteeism  and  the  director  of  the  local 
offices  can  summon  the  worker  who  has 
been  tardy  or  unduly  absent  and  tell  him 
of  the  enormity  of  his  wrong.  The  Army 
and  the  Navy  and  the  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission  might  well  undertake  health  and 
safety  programs  designed  to  remove  the 
causes  of  much  of  the  absenteeism. 

There  are  many  causes  of  absenteeism: 

First.  Inadequate  supervision  of  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Second.  Material  shortages. 

Third.  Mismanagement. 

Fourth.  Bad  nutrition. 

Fifth.  Bad  housing. 

Sixth.  Inadequate  transportation. 

Seventh.  Improper  work  schedules. 

In  many  industrial  areas  workmen  and 
their  families  must  live  in  trailers,  and 
to  get  out  of  these  trailers  ofttimes  in 
rainy  weather  they  wade  ankle  deep  in 
mud.  Lack  of  housing  accommodations 
was  undoubtedly  the  principal  cause  of 
absenteeism  in  many  yards,  particularly 
in  the  Gulf  and  Pacific  areas.  It  is  the 
tendency  of  workers  to  take  time  off  for 
week-end  visits  to  their  families.  In 
some  areas  workers  bringing  their  fam¬ 
ilies  with  them  were  forced  to  live  in 
trailer  or  tent  camps  without  adequate 
facilities  for  water  supply  and  sewage 
disposal,  and  being  accustomed  to  and 
able  to  pay  for  decent  housing,  took  time 
off  to  look  for  better  accommodations 
or,  in  extreme  cases,  quit  their  jobs  be¬ 
cause  housing  conditions  were  intoler¬ 
able. 

Shortage  of  housing  facilities  has 
caused*  many  workers  to  commute  as 
much  as  50  to  150  miles — round  trip — 
daily.  Rationing  of  tires  and  gasoline 
have  resulted  in  workers  forming  car 
pools,  and  a  blow-out  or  engine  trouble 


may  keep  five  or  six  workers  away  from 
work. 

More  women  are  absent  than  men. 
That  is  due  to  biological  reasons. 

I  am  informed  that  in  a  large  plant 
the  other  day  Mr.  H.  V.  Kaltenborn  was 
scheduled  to  speak.  He  did  not  appear 
at  the  scheduled  time.  The  workers 
were  held  in  assembly  until  he  came  and 
delivered  his  speech.  That  was  deliber¬ 
ate  absenteeism  on  the  part  of  the  work¬ 
ers  caused  by  the  management.  They 
lost  a  great  number  of  man-hours.  I 
wonder  what  Mr.  Kaltenborn  can  say  of 
that?  What  can  the  labor  baiters  say 
about  this  inspired  loss  of  work  hours? 

Give  credit  where  credit  is  due.  Under 
Secretary  of  War  Patterson  says  we  have 
produced  5,000  planes  in  January,  of 
which  65  percent  were  combat  planes. 
The  February  production  was  even  bet¬ 
ter.  That  assuredly  could  not  have  been 
accomplished  without  strenuous  efforts 
on  the  part  of  the  laboring  man  as  well 
as  on  the  part  of  management.  Labor 
aided  in  the  building  of  8,000,000  tons 
of  shipping  in  1942.  These  tons  will  be 
doubled  in  1943.  This  has  been  accom¬ 
plished  despite  the  unfair  charges 
hurled  about  that  labor  is  derelict  in 
its  duties. 

Providing  harsh  penalties  for  absen¬ 
teeism  can  lead  to  horrible  abuses. 
Some  vindictive  bosses,  vindictive  em¬ 
ployers,  can  use  it  as  a  weapon  to  pre¬ 
vent  collective  bargaining.  In  short,  it 
can  be  used  to  do  away  with  all  the  gains 
that  labor  has  made  over  the  years. 

A  large  percentage  of  absenteeism  results 
from  carrying  on  the  pay  roll  persons  who 
had  quit  work  without  giving  notice  to  the 
company.  Such  workers  are  counted  as  ab¬ 
sentees  for  varying  periods — in  some  yards 
for  as  long  as  a  month — until  their  names 
are  removed  from  the  pay  roll.  Detailed  rec¬ 
ords  of  one  shipyard,  employing  more  than 
2,500  workers  and  reporting  an  absenteeism 
rate  of  9  percent,  illustrates  the  effect  of  un¬ 
reported  quits  in  absenteeism  rates.  Ap¬ 
proximately  one-fifth  of  this  company’s  ab¬ 
senteeism  was  caused  by  keeping  on  the  pay 
roll  persons  who  were  probable  terminations. 

Weather  is  probably  a  more  important  fac¬ 
tor  of  absenteeism  in  shipbuilding  than  in 
any  other  industry  with  the  possible  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  construction  industry.  Much 
shipbuilding  work  is  in  the  open  and  is 
affected  by  heavy  rains  and  severe  heat  or 
cold.  (February  issue  of  Monthly  Labor 
Review.) 

In  all  this  let  us  be  fair.  Give  labor 
its  due.  Crack  its  knuckles  when  it  errs, 
and  once  in  a  while  I  hope  that  we  can 
have  a  voice  raised  in  this  Chamber  to 
praise  labor. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Naval  Establishment 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 

Miscellaneous  expenses 

Miscellaneous  expenses.  Navy,  including  not 
to  exceed  $300  (total  annual  expenditure 
rate)  for  extension  telephones  between  the 
telephone  switchboards  at  the  official  stations 
of  naval  officials  and  the  living  quarters  of 
such  officials,  $6,723,117:  Provided,  That  no 
appropriation  for  the  Navy  Department  or 
naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  1943  hereafter 
shall  be  obligated  for  the  services  of  experts, 
such  as  provided  for  under  this  head  in 
title  V  of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  for 
the  fiscal  year  1941:  Provided  further,  That 
no  appropriation  for  the  Navy  Department 
or  naval  service  available  during  the  fiscal 
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year  1943  (except  funds  transferred  or  made 
available  to  other  executive  agencies  for  use 
for  naval  purposes)  shall  be  used  after  March 
31,  1943,  for  the  employment  of  persons  for 
the  performance  of  service  in  other  than  the 
Navy  Department  or  elsewhere  than  under 
the  Navy  Department,  except  employees  who 
had  been  employed  by  and  performing  service 
under  the  Navy  Department  for  3  months  or 
more  immediately  prior  to  their  detail  for 
service  elsewhere. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  reserve  a  point  of  order  on  the 
proviso  on  line  17,  page  2. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  I  have  been 
recognized. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  gentleman  merely 
reserved  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  reserve  the  point  of  order,  and 
after  the  reservation  on  this  point  of 
order  I  shall  insist  upon  it,  due  to  the 
reason  that  the  provision  to  which  it  is 
directed  is  legislation  on  an  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  The  motive  that  prompts  me 
to  make  this  point  of  order  is  that  I 
think  that  these  business  experts  whom 
the  Secretary  has  employed  to  make  a 
survey  looking  to  economy  and  efficiency 
in  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the 
Navy  Department  should  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  finish  or  pursue  their  work. 
Oftentimes  we  are  critical  of  the  Navy 
Department,  and  rightly  so.  The  Navy 
Department  needs  the  help  of  Congress, 
because  it  is  one  of  the  largest  estab¬ 
lishments  of  the  Government.  The  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  wisely  gave 
something  like  $200,000  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  to  employ  men  who  are 
qualified  to  make  a  survey  with  reference 
to  the  management  of  the  internal  af¬ 
fairs  of  the  Navy  Department,  with  the 
objective  of  economy  and  improved  busi¬ 
ness  methods. 

Not  long  ago,  by  direction  of  the  Naval 
Affairs  Committee,  I  was  requested  to 
appoint,  and  did  appoint,  a  committee 
headed  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Drewry],  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Cole],  and  other  members, 
to  see  if  we  could  not  make  a  worth¬ 
while  inquiry  into  the  Navy  Department 
to  bring  about  some  beneficial  econo¬ 
mies  in  the  management  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  business  method  and  procedure. 
You  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  Navy 
Department  is  not  only  a  great  fighting 
organization  but  it  and  the  Army  are 
the  largest  industrial  organizations  in 
the  country  in  time  of  war. 

I  hope  that  these  business  experts 
whom  the  Secretary  has  employed  may 
be  given  a  little  more  time,  that  they 
may  have  at  least  until  the  regular  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  comes  in,  in  order  that 
our  subcommittee  from  the  Naval  Affairs 
Committee  may  have  the  benefit  of  the 
work  and  the  knowledge  they  have  gath¬ 
ered.  If,  by  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year, 
sufficient  studies  and  information  have 
been  obtained,  I  think  that  would  be  the 
time,  if  at  all,  to  insert  or  advocate  a 
provision  of  this  character. 

So,  unless  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Sheppard]  desires  to  make 
some  statement  on  the  point  of  order,  I 
am  going  to  insist  on  the  point  of  order. 
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Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  our 
report  states  why  we  have  advocated  the 
provision,  but  I  must  concede  the  point 
of  order.  It  is  legislation  on  an  appro¬ 
priation  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  sustains 
the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  as 
long  as  that  language  has  been  stricken 
from  the  bill  I  should  like  to  ask  that, 
in  line  21,  following  the  word  “Provided”, 
that  the  word  “further”  be  stricken  from 
the  text  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  RANKIN  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  of  today’s  Record.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  paragraph  and  all  amendments 
thereto  end  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Voorhis]  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  this  land  today  there  are  peo¬ 
ple  at  work;  there  are  people  at  work  on 
the  farms;  there  are  people  at  work  in 
the  factories.  Without  them,  without 
loyal,  efficient,  and  spirited  work  on  their 
part  this  war  cannot  be  won.  The  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  that  comes  before  us  at 
the  present  time  is  for  the  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment  for  planes,  ships,  and  other  items 
vital  to  the  Navy.  We  are  confronted 
inevitably  in  the  midst  of  this  war  with 
problems  to  be  worked  out  and  things 
that  do  not  go  right,  with  evidences  of 
human  selfishness  and  of  human  failure 
to  do  our  full  duty  for  our  country  and 
its  cause.  Not  one  of  us  is  perfect.  Not 
one  does  all  he  should.  All  should 
strive  to  do  more. 

It  is  part  of  the  job  of  Congress  to  try 
to  correct  shortcomings,  failures,  and 
mistakes  as  best  it  can.  It  is  also  part 
of  the  job  of  Congress  to  give  to  every 
group  of  people  within  this  country  a 
distinct  impression  that  Congress  is  do¬ 
ing  its  dead  level  best  to  be  perfectly 
fair.  It  is  even  more  important  that  the 
Congress  give  the  impression  that  it  has 
the’  confidence  in  each  group  of  people 
which  they  deserve  and  which  they  have 
got  to  know  we  have  in  them  if  they  are 
to  do  their  part. 

•  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  at  this  time  for 
two  or  three  reasons.  In  the  first  place  I 
want  to  suggest  that  a  lot  of  the  people 
that  are  doing  the  job  of  building  planes, 
tanks,  guns,  and  ships  today  are  people 
who  have  had  to  leave  their  homes,  give 
up  the  comfort  of  their  homes,  and  in 
many  cases  live  under  extremely  difficult 
conditions  to  do  this  war  industry  work. 
Many  of  them  are  older  people,  many  are 
women,  many  are  traveling  very  long 
distances  under  conditions  of  gasoline 


rationing  and  rubber  shortage.  Many 
are  people  whose  past  experience  has  not 
prepared  them  for  the  heavy  work  some 
of  them  are  doing  under  these  circum¬ 
stances.  Ill  health  is  inevitable  in  some 
cases. 

In  the  second  place,  I  want  to  point 
out  that  last  night’s  papers  carried  an 
article  worthy  of  our  attention.  The 
article  told  of  action  that  was  no  more 
than  what  it  should  have  been  on  the  part 
of  one  important  group  of  our  people. 
They  are  doing  what  is  their  patriotic 
duty — no  more  than  that.  But  this  was 
an  article  that  stated  that  although  the 
aircraft  workers  on  the  Pacific  coast  did 
not  agree  with  the  decision  of  the  War 
Labor  Board  and  although  they  believed 
they  should  have  received  an  increase  in 
pay  which  was  not  granted,  nevertheless 
they  had  no  intention  whatsoever  of  per¬ 
mitting  this  to  interfere  with  the  doing 
of  their  all-important  work  for  a  single 
hour.  And  may  I  say  so  far  as  the  work¬ 
ers  in  southern  California  are  con¬ 
cerned — and  I  want  the  Record  to  show — 
that  they  never  did  lose  an  hour  of  time 
as  a  result  of  the  recent  controversy  over 
the  War  Labor  Board  decision. 

I  do  not  think  this  is  a  time  when  there 
should  be  even  any  suggestion  of  strikes. 
I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to  com¬ 
pliment  labor  leaders  in  Texas  who  just 
signed  an  agreement  with  their  Governor 
to  the  effect  that  there  would  be  no 
strikes,  no  slowdowns,  no  slackening  of 
war  production  for  the  duration  of  the 
war. 

One  thing  we  should  do  today  is  to 
let  the  rank  and  file  of  the  workers  of 
America  know  how  much  we  are  de¬ 
pending  upon  them  to  get  the  job  done. 
And  by  and  large  it  is  being  done.  Every 
production  record  has  been  broken  and 
some  of  the  goals  set  have  even  been  ex¬ 
ceeded.  We  cannot  be  satisfied  for  a 
moment.  But  the  record  should  be 
straight.  I  should  like  to  say,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  proposed  legislation  with 
regard  to  absenteeism,  that  two  things 
are  important,  not  just  one;  but  one  of 
them,  and  a  most  important  one,  is  that 
all  the  facts  regarding  the  reasons  and 
causes  for  loss  of  work  time  should  be 
brought  out,  and  the  legislation  that 
comes  before  this  Congress  should  be  of 
such  character  as  to  lead  to  a  removal  of 
those  causes.  Wherever  there  may  be 
willful  malingering  or  willful  absentee¬ 
ism  on  the  part  of  people  who  are  not 
concerned  about  doing  their  job  when 
they  could  perfectly  well  be  on  the  job, 
who  are  wasting  time  when  they  should 
be  on  the  job,  that  is  a  different  mat¬ 
ter  and  must  be  treated  as  such.  For 
such  action  today  cannot  be  excused. 
But,  for  heaven’s  sake,  let  us  give  to  labor 
the  impression  that  the  legislation  that 
the  Congress  enacts  is  legislation  that  is 
fair  and  that  sees  the  problem  they  are 
up  against  and  seeks  to  bring  out  the 
facts  regarding  not  only  the  failures  of 
the  few  which  we  seek  to  correct,  but  the 
problems  of  health,  housing,  transporta¬ 
tion,  which  we  must  seek  to  solve. 

I  do  not  agree  with  the  point  of  view 
that  sometimes  is  expressed  by  labor 
groups  and  others  which  is  to  this  effect : 
“Well,  we  agree  that  there  is  something 
wrong  here,  but  if  you  attempt  to  do 


something  about  it  then  that  will  be  re¬ 
garded  as  a  blow  against  all  workers.” 
I  think  it  is  much  more  constructive  to 
say:  “Well,  if  there  are  things  wrong  we 
want  to  see  that  they  are  cleared  up,  but 
we  want  to  see  it  done  in  a  fair  and  un¬ 
biased  way.” 

But  we  cannot  fight  this  war  without 
the  work  of  the  men  and  women  on  our 
farms  and  in  our  mills  and  factories. 
Now  workers  in  the  plants  of  this  country 
read  in  the  magazines  of  cases  such  as 
this  concrete  ship-construction  company 
which  had  a  huge  contract  from  the 
Government  but  has  not  yet,  after  more 
than  a  year  of  time  has  elapsed,  pro¬ 
duced  a  single  concrete  ship. 

The  letters  I  receive  from  working 
people  complain  not  that  there  is  too 
much  work  for  them  to  do,  but  that  there 
is  not  enough.  They  complain  because 
their  plants  or  yards  are  not  doing  faster 
work. 

Someone  might  estimate  how  many 
bombers  or  tanks  or  ships  we  might  have 
had  had  better  use  been  made  of  some 
of  the  smaller  plants,  or  fuller  use  of 
patented  processes,  or  if  we  had  had  bet¬ 
ter  coordinated  production,  or  to  faster 
housing  construction. 

I  am  not  excusing  the  worker  who  is  at 
fault — least  of  all  the  one  who  deliber¬ 
ately  stays  off  the  job.  I  am  saying  this 
is  a  great  big  problem  and  that  workers 
are  by  no  means  the  only  ones  who  could 
do  better. 

There  is  loss  of  time  from  many  causes, 
every  one  of  which  we  should  seek  to 
correct.  We  might  estimate  how  many 
ships  could  have  been  afloat  by  this  time 
if  there  had  been  greater  efficiency  in 
some  of  the  shipyards,  and  everyone 
knows  that  a  great  deal  of  time  that  is 
lost  in  our  plants  is  due  not  to  the  fault 
of  either  worker  or  management  but  due 
to  the  fact  that  material  was  just  not 
there  to  be  used. 

In  closing,  may  I  say  again,  the  all- 
important  thing  is  that  we  show  no 
favoritism  to  any  group  but  that  we  be 
fair  in  what  we  do  and  what  we  say,  and 
also  that  we  be  thorough  in  our  dealing 
with  these  problems. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

(Mr.  VOORHIS  of  California  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  own  remarks  in  the  Record.) 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

NAVAL  RESEARCH  LABORATORY 

Naval  Research  Laboratory,  $529,270:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  compensation  of  the  senior 
head  physicist,  as  established  in  the  Naval 
Appropriation  Act,  1943,  shall  be  construed  as 
placing  the  incumbent  of  such  position  in 
the  initial  rate  of  grade  8,  professional  and 
scientific  service,  and  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as 
amended.  » 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re¬ 
serve  a  point  of  order  on  the  language 
beginning  with  the  word  “Provided”  in 
line  7  'and  ending  with  the  word 
“amended”  in  line  13. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Chairman,!  do 
this  for  the  purpose  of  asking  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  for  an  explan¬ 
ation  of  the  necessity  for  this  language. 
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On  first  reading  apparently  this  would 
legislate  a  given  employee  into  a  particu¬ 
lar  grade  under  the  Classification  Act. 
Will  the  gentleman  explain  why  that  lan¬ 
guage  is  necessary? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
may  say  that  that  language  applies  to  Dr. 
A.  H.  Taylor,  who  is  the  inventor  of  Ra¬ 
dar  and  who  is  employed  as  a  specialist 
in  the  experimental  laboratory  down 
here  in  the  Navy  Department.  We  for¬ 
merly  fixed  his  pay  at  the  rate  of  $8,000 
per  annum,  which  is  the  initial  rate,  as 
I  understand  it,  for  grade  A  professional 
and  scientific  services;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  think  that  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Without  this  provi¬ 
sion  in  the  law  it  places  him  in  a  cate¬ 
gory  where  he  is  not  permitted,  of  course, 
to  participate  under  the  law  with  other 
Federal  employees  in  such  grade.  Dr. 
Taylor  would  be  barred  from  further  ad¬ 
vancement  which  the  law  permits  other 
Federal  employees  to  participate  in. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  May  I  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  this  question: 
The  purpose  of  this  provision  is  not  to 
arbitrarily  assign  him  to  a  grade  to 
which  his  duties  would  not  entitle  him? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Oh,  no;  it  is  not 
that.  Let  me  read  the  proviso  in  the  act 
which  was  the  original  set-up  that  placed 
him  in  the  $8,000  category: 

Provided,  That  the  compensation  of  senior 
physicist  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  $8,000  per 
annum  as  long  as  such  position  is  held  by 
the  present  incumbent. 

I  think  the  gentleman,  with  his  com¬ 
plete  knowledge  of  the  acts  to  take  care 
of  our  people  in  Government  positions, 
will  agree  that  that  is  unfair,  and  we  are 
attempting  to  correct  it. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  think  that  the 
type  of  legislation  such  as  the  gentleman 
has  Indicated  is  always  bad  legislation 
within  an  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  think  so,  too. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  Congress  in  1923 
established  a  policy  by  passing  the  Clas¬ 
sification  Act  of  regulating  salaries  in 
accordance  with  the  duties,  with  the  op¬ 
portunity  of  securing  increases  where 
services  are  satisfactory.  That  is  why  I 
raised  the  question.  I  do  not  want  the 
Classification  Act  to  be  set  aside  by  spe¬ 
cial  provisions  in  an  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  I  can  assure  the 
gentleman  that  is  not  the  intent  of  the 
language  or  the  committee. 

Mr.  RAMSPECK.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man,  and,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  withdraw  the 
point  of  order. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

BUREAU  OF  SHIPS 

Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships.  $737,230,464. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  an  action  on  the  part  of  the  Naval 
subcommittee  in  relation  to  the  Bureau 
of  Ships  which  I  think  should  not  go  un¬ 
noticed  at  this  time.  I  notice  that  the 
subcommittee  has  reduced  the  amount 
for  the  Bureau  of  Ships  for  the  building 
of  what  we  call  district  craft.  District 
craft,  I  may  say  to  the  Members  of  the 
House,  are  the  small  patrol  boats,  the 
various  local  boats,  that  are  used  in  and 


about  and  around  the  continental  limits 
of  the  United  States.  Normally  that  is 
the  function  of  the  Coast  Guard.  Am  I 
correct? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Not  quite,  if  I  may 
say  so  to  the  gentleman.  The  particular 
instance  to  which  the  gentleman  refers 
covers  tugs,  barges,  lighters  and  craft  of 
that  type,  not  the  type  craft  that  the 
gentleman  has  in  mind  I  am  sure. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  But  you  cover  dis¬ 
trict  craft  in  this  aDpropriation? 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Yes;  but  of  a  dif¬ 
ferent  type  than  what  I  think  my  friend 
has  in  mind. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON  of  Georgia.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  it  struck  out  all  money  for  district 
craft  and  I  think  the  committee  did  a 
wise  thing  because  that  is  a  matter  that 
should  be  authorized  by  legislation. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  want  to  point  out 
to  the  committee  that  it  was  a  wise  thing 
to  do,  referring  to  district  craft.  There 
has  been  too  much  of  that  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  May  I  say  to  the 
gentleman  and  to  the  other  Members  of 
the  House,  and  I  think  I  am  voicing  un¬ 
doubtedly  the  reaction  of  all  Members 
of  the  committee,  that  we  ought  to  have 
authorizations  for  all  procedure  of  this 
kind.  We  feel  that  there  is  an  orderly 
procedure  that  should  be  followed  and 
insofar  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  as 
long  as  I  remain  Chairman  of  this  com¬ 
mittee,  with  the  fine  assistance  of  my 
colleagues,  we  will  follow  that  course  and 
I  want  you  to  know  it. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am  sure  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  and  I  appreciate 
that,  because  those  things  involve  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  policy.  Here  is  what  I  want  to 
bring  out  to  the  House. 

In  the  beginning  of  this  war  we  had 
some  apprehension  that  possibly  we 
would  be  invaded  and  we  thought  that 
we  needed  a  great  deal  of  these  coastal 
defenses,  so-called,  but  the  tenor  of  the 
war  now  is  such  that  we  ought  to  review 
the  question  of  policy  on  the  part  of  the 
Navy  in  particular  in  appropriating  vast 
sums  of  money  for  these  so-called  inland 
waters.  I  refer  to  places  like  Puget 
Sound,  and  Lake  Washington,  in  my  own 
district.  If  a  citizen  of  my  town  goes 
out  in  a  little  rowboat  to  catch  a  few  cat¬ 
fish  out  of  Lake  Washington,  about  17 
Coast  Guard  boats  swoop  down  on  him 
and  ask  him,  “What  are  you  doing  here 
in  these  waters?” 

In  the  beginning,  as  I  said,  we  wanted 
to  be  very  careful,  we  did  not  want  any¬ 
thing  to  happen  in  way  of  defense,  but 
the  situation  now  is  such  that  the  action 
of  the  subcommittee  was  wise  because 
now  the  tenor  of  the  war  is  such  that  we 
ought  to  again  review  that  policy.  A 
vast  amount  of  money  has  been  spent  for 
civilian  defense.  I  know  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  will  agree  with  me. 
We  have  spent  thousands  of  dollars  in 
the  inland  States  for  civilian  defense. 
Sure,  something  might  happen  in  those 
States,  but  somebody  has  to  weigh  these 
things,  somebody  has  to  weigh  the  in¬ 


conveniences  and  the  cost  as  against  the 
possibilities.  That  is  why  this  policy 
should  rightly  be  reviewed. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  DITTER.  I  think  my  distin¬ 
guished  friend  will  be  glad  to  learn  that 
we  reduced  an  item  called  passive 
defense.  Passive  defene  was  a  part  of 
that  program  when  we  were  fearful  of 
invasion  and  when  -in  the  Mississippi 
Valley  and  all  over  the  country  we  were 
going  to  have  all  types  of  protection 
against  the  raids  we  anticipated.  So  it 
is  a  real  source  of  satisfaction  to  me  as 
a  member  of  the  committee  to  know  that 
I  have  the  support  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  and  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  in  the  action 
we  have  taken. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  We  have  only  so 
much  with  which  to  fight  this  war.  It  is 
a  question  of  allocation.  Someone  has 
to  review  these  things  and  determine 
where  the  scales  balance.  To  use  a 
homely  illustration,  and  I  think  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  will  agree 
with  me,  it  might  be  that  within  the  next 
few  years  someone  might  punch  me  in 
the  jaw,  but  that  would  not  justify  me 
to  go  to  a  gymnasium  every  day  and 
take  up  prize  fighting. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Public  works,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks, 
$798,300,000,  toward  contract  authorization 
of  $1,474,634,000  heretofore  granted,  to  re¬ 
main  available  until  expended,  which,  to¬ 
gether  with  unexpended  balances  of  appro¬ 
priations  heretofore  made  under  this  head, 
shall  be  accounted  for  as  one  fund,  and, 
in  addition  to  all  other  amounts  heretofore 
appropriated  under  this  head,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  enter 
into  contracts  for  public-works  equipment, 
materials,  and  construction,  Including  col¬ 
lateral,  public-works  items,  in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $239,740,400,  subject  to  author¬ 
ization  thereof  by  other  law. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  in  line  17, 
following  the  word  “collateral”,  the 
comma  be  stricken. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  102.  Appropriations  available  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943.  for  travel 
expenses  of  civilian  inspectors  of  the  Navy 
Department  shall  be  available  for  reimburse¬ 
ment,  at  not  to  exceed  3  cents  per  mile,  for 
travel  performed  by  such  employees  in  pri¬ 
vately-owned  automobiles  within  the  limits 
of  their  official  stations. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

(Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks  in  the  Record.) 

OBSTACLES  TO  MAXIMUM  FOOD  PRODUCTION 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  if  we  are  going  to  legislate 
for  unity  and  live  up  to  our  obligations, 
it  is  first  necessary  to  face  the  facts. 
Then  by  effective  legislation,  we  should 
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correct  the  abuses  which  exist.  I  have 
in  mind  definitely  two  situations. 

One  is  the  matter  of  subsidies.  The 
other  is  whether  or  not  it  is  the  intent 
of  Congress  to  provide  any  agency  with 
funds  to  dominate  or  take  over  any  busi¬ 
ness. 

I  do  not  care  to  argue  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  subsidy  plan.  If  it  is 
the  wisest  plan,  as  far  as  food  pro¬ 
duction  is  concerned,  we  should  all  sup¬ 
port  it.  The  farm  organizations  and 
the  public  at  large,  have  indicated  their 
opposition  to  these  subsidies.  The  sub¬ 
committee  of  the  House  Appropriations 
Committee  voted  6  to  1  against  them. 
Businesses,  like  the  canning  industry, 
are  being  pressured  into  accepting  them, 
even  after  the  lowly  peanut  crawled  back 
into  its  shell.  If  one  subsidy  is  wrong 
what  justifies  another?  We  do  not  want 
to  be  put  in  a  position  of  favoring  sub¬ 
sidies  that  benefit  only  our  own  constit¬ 
uents.  The  subsidy,  which  is  in  reality 
only  a  part  of  the  normal  price  of  a 
product,  was  thrust  onto  the  cheese  in¬ 
dustry  without  the  approval  of  either 
the  farmer  or  the  industry  as  a  whole. 
Evidently  the  people,  the  farm  organiza¬ 
tions,  and  Congress  are  not  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  operate  on  the  principle  that 
the  will  of  the  people  is  the  law  of  the 
land. 

In  regard  to  the  practice  of  Govern¬ 
ment  taking  over  business,  the  O.  P.  A. 
presented  to  the  canners  of  the  country 
a  plan  which  they  had  little  choice  but 
to  accept.  It  provided  that  the  C.  C.  C. 
was  to  take  over  the  entire  crop,  arbi¬ 
trarily  fixed  the  price  and  sell  the  crop, 
taking  whatever  loss  resulted  from  this 
procedure.  It  was  intended  to  do  the 
same  under  the  peanut  bill. 

The  O.  P.  A.  is  also  going  to  give  the 
canners  a  dose  of  grade  labeling — a  con¬ 
troversial  question  for  20  years — regard¬ 
less  of  the  effect  it  may  have  on  pro¬ 
duction. 

After  2  days  of  hearings  before  the 
Agricultural  Committee,  at  which  the 
canners  fully  explained  their  handicaps 
in  securing  maximum  production,  Mr. 
J.  B.  Plutson  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  blandly  announced  that  he 
was  in  a  position  to  state  prices  that 
the  C.  C.  C.  would  pay  for  these  canned 
products.  I  am  not  questioning  the  in¬ 
terpretation  of  the  law  on  this  particular 
activity.  You  will  find  in  Public  Law 
147  Seventy-seventh  Congress,  chapter 
270— H.  R.  4972- 

Sec.  4.  Whenever  during  the  existing 
emergency  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  finds 
it  necessary  to  encourage  the  expansion  of 
production  of  any  non-basic  agricultural 
commodity,  he  shall  make  public  announce¬ 
ment  thereof  and  he  shall  so  use  the  funds 
made  available  under  section  3  of  this  act 
or  otherwise  available  to  him  for  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  agricultural  commodities,  through 
a  commodity  loan,  purchase,  or  other  opera¬ 
tion  taking  into  account  the  total  funds 
available  for  such  purposes  for  all  commodity 
loan,  purchase,  or  other  operation,  taking 
into  account  the  total  funds  available  for 
such  purposes  for  all  commodities  so  as  to 
support  a  price  for  the  producers  of  any  such 
commodity  with  respect  to  which  such  an¬ 
nouncement  was  made  of  not  less  than  85 
percent  of  the  parity  or  comparable  price 
therefor. 


You  can  use  your  own  judgment  as 
to  whether  this  authority  or  not,  to  pay 
a  price  regardless  of  parity  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  C.  C.  C.  There  should  be 
sufficient  legal  talent  to  decide  this 
question. 

Please  note  the  following  questions 
and  answers  from  the  discussions  of  the 
hearings : 

Mr.  Hope.  In  view  of  the  inference  which 
has  been  in  some  of  the  testimony  here  that 
it  is  not  known  what  the  position  of  Congress 
and  of  your  organization  might  be  on  the 
question  of  subsidies,  as  to  whether  there 
will  be  any  money  available  for  subsidies,  I 
would  like  to  ask  you  if  it  is  a  proper  ques¬ 
tion,  whether  or  not  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  has  the  funds  at  this  time  to  pay 
any  subsidy  that  might  be  necessary  under 
this  arrangement? 

Mr.  Hutson.  We  have  ample  funds  to  carry 
out  this  project. 

Mr.  Pace.  How  much  in  money? 

Mr.  Hutson.  That  would  amount  to  ap¬ 
proximately,  as  I  recall,  $15,000,000. 

Frankly,  do  you  know  where  Mr.  Hut¬ 
son  obtained  the  power  he  evidently  has? 
He  was  never  elected  by  the  people — he 
was  appointed.  It  appears  that  one  must 
be  among  the  annointed  or  get  a  “lame 
duck”  appointment  in  order  to  have  re¬ 
sponsibility  thrust  upon  him. 

There  are  two  conclusions  I  come  to  on 
this  situation.  One  is  that  the  great 
Banking  and  Currency  Committee  should 
immediately  bring  in  legislation  to  cor¬ 
rect  the  abuses  that  have  sprung  up  un¬ 
der  legislation  brought  out  by  this  com¬ 
mittee.  The  second  is  that  the  Office  of 
Price  Administration  had  better  follow 
the  letter  as  well  as  the  spirit  of  the  laws 
that  we  pass  or  they  will  be  in  greater 
disrepute  than  they  are  now.  We  should 
remove  the  obstacles  that  are  preventing 
maximum  food  production. 

If  we  are  properly  functioning  as  a 
legislative  body,  we  should  correct  these 
situations.  We  can  do  no  less  and  live 
up  to  our  obligation  to  the  people  of  our 
country. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Several  members 
of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Cur¬ 
rency  are  on  the  floor  at  the  present 
time.  I  think  all  of  them  will  agree  with 
me  that  that  committee  should  take  up 
these  matters  immediately,  without  any 
further  delay.  There  are  before  that 
committee  several  proposals  which 
should  be  given  attention  without  fur¬ 
ther  delay,  in  addition  to  the  proposal 
which  has  been  mentioned  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman.  It  is  now  the  5th  of  March  1943. 
The  O.  P.  A.  is  under  fire.  The  people 
are  interested  in  these  questions.  We 
have  not  been  conducting  hearings  of 
any  consequence  in  our  committee  since 
the  first  of  the  year.  Personally,  I  do 
not  like  it  a  little  bit.  I  hope  the  other 
members  of  this  committee  will  rise  to 
the  occasion  and  state  their  position  in 
the  matter,  so  that  beginning  next  Mon¬ 
day  at  10:30  we  may  proceed  with  hear¬ 
ings  in  that  committee  along  the  lines 
we  have  discussed. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Does  the 
gentleman  know  of  any  law  brought  from 


his  committee  that  gives  the  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation  the  authority  to 
buy  at  a  high  price  and  sell  at  a  low 
price?  Can  that  be  construed  as  a  part 
of  the  law  under  which  they  are  given 
the  opportunity  of  providing  a  90  per¬ 
cent  parity  price? 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  would  not  at¬ 
tempt  to  put  my  humble  opinion  up 
against  the  legal  lore  and  the  technical 
qualifications  of  the  various  attorneys 
who  represent  these  departments  and 
who  claim  they  have  this  authority. 

Mr.  ROLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield" 
to  the  gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  ROLPH.  May  I  supplement  the 
remarks  of  my  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Crawford]  by  say¬ 
ing  that  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency  I  believe  we 
should  have  hearings  on 'this  O.  P.  A. 
matter  at  once. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  I  thank 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the 
pro  forma  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  should  like  to  supple¬ 
ment  the  remarks  of  my  distinguished 
friend  from  Wisconsin.  All  Members  of 
Congress  and  the  people  of  the  country 
are  interested  in  production,  in  produc¬ 
ing  ships,  implements  of  war,  food,  and 
everything  necessary  to  bring  our  war  to 
a  speedy  and  victorious  conclusion. 

My  colleague  from  Wisconsin  referred 
to  some  committee  hearings  we  have  held 
during  the  past  2  or  3  days  in  which  we 
have  been  discussing  the  whole  food  prob¬ 
lem.  Some  of  the  officials  from  the  O. 
P.  A.  have  appeared  before  our  com¬ 
mittee — Dr.  Galbraith  and  Mr.  Hoffman ; 
and  Mr.  Ginsberg  was  invited  but  was 
unable  to  attend.  However,  several 
others  of  the  key  policy  makers  of  the 
O.  P.  A.  appeared.  After  listening  to 
those  hearings  and  to  the  testimony  of 
the  policy  makers,  I  have  just  about  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  they  are  more 
interested  in  putting  over  their  reforms 
and  in  trying  out  social  experiments  on 
the  American  people  than  they  are  in 
securing  the  production  of  food.  Their 
inaction  on  important  and  critical  prob¬ 
lems  which  face  the  producers  of  food 
in  this  country  will  cause  a  scarcity  in 
the  production  of  food. 

We  are  now  under  a  rationing  program 
where  we  are  allowed  three  cans  of  vege¬ 
tables  and  fruits  a  month.  We  will  find 
that  before  the  canning  season  is  over 
this  year  on  fruits  and  vegetables  the 
consumers,  instead  of  getting  three  cans 
a  month,  will  be  lucky  if  they  get  one  can 
a  month.  Already,  this  year,  in  the  State 
of  Texas  15  canneries  have  closed  down 
and  10  more  are  about  to  be  closed.  They 
are  in  the  growing  season,  but  because 
of  inaction  and  the  untimely  policies  of 
the  O.  P.  A.  the  canners  have  not  been 
able  to  secure  production  from  the  farm¬ 
ers  to  keep  their  canneries  operating.  As 
the  planting  and  growing  season  prog¬ 
resses  northward,  with  inaction  on  the 
part  of  the  O.  P.  A.,  you  will  find  that 
many  canners  of  the  North  and  other 
parts  of  the  country  will  not  be  able  to 
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operate.  This  means  that  the  American 
people  will  go  on  a  scarcity  diet  as  far 
as  canned  fruits  and  vegetables  are  con¬ 
cerned,  all  because  of  the  policies  of  the 
O.  P.  A. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  of  California.  Does 
not  the  gentleman  agree  with  me  that 
if  there  had  been  a  deliberate  plan  to 
sabotage  the  food  situation  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  it  could  not  have  worked  out  better? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  say 
that  it  is  a  deliberate  effort  to  bring 
chaos  into  the  production  of  food,  so  as 
to  give  these  policy  makers  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  take  over  the  entire  economy 
of  our  country. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  The  Michigan  can- 
ners  have  been  in  the  habit  of  produc¬ 
ing  hundreds  of  thousands,  if  not  mil¬ 
lions,  of  cans  of  food  every  year.  Last 
summer  they  were  down  here  to  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  they  could  not  get  out  of  the 
Government  any  indication  of  the  price 
at  which  they  would  be  permitted  to 
sell  their  products. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
canners  ordinarily  go  out  and  contract 
their  acreage  for  vegetables  in  January 
and  February.  This  year  not  one  single 
acre  of  vegetables  has  been  contracted 
for  in  the  northern  States. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  And  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  tell  us  why? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Be¬ 
cause  the  O.  P.  A.  has  not  announced  its 
policy  as  to  what  canned  fruits  and 
vegetables  can  be  sold  at.  It  is  all  be¬ 
cause  of  inaction  and  the  withholding 
of  an  announced  policy  on  the  part  of 
the  O.  P.  A.,  that  we  are  going  to  have  a 
canned  food  famine  in  this  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  he  may 
proceed  for  1  minute  more. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  PITTENGER.  And  I  ask  the 
gentleman  if  his  remarks  in  reference 
to  the  canning  situation  does  not  apply 
also  to  the  fluid-milk  situation,  where 
the  O.  P.  A.  has  done  nothing  and  noth¬ 
ing  and  nothing? 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  say 
to  my  colleague  that  it  applies  to  every 
line  of  production,  whether  in  agricul¬ 
ture,  dairy  products,  or  in  business. 
These  groups,  these  key  policy  makers, 
are  determined  to  destroy  the  economy 
of  the  entire  country,  and  to  use  the 
chaotic  condition  that  will  prevail  as  a 
result  of  it,  as  an  excuse  for  taking  over 
control.  Let  me  say  in  conclusion,  that 
most  of  the  policy  makers  in  O.  P.  A.  do 
not  have  any  practical  experience  in 
food  production  or  business.  However, 
they  are  the  officials  who  make  the  rules 
and  issue  decrees  to  govern  the  destiny 
of  America.  God  pity  the  people  if  they 
are  permitted  to  continue  in  power. 


Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  request? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  all  debate 
upon  this  paragraph  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  see  by 
the  newspaper  of  yesterday  the  charge 
was  made  that  the  farmers  are  not  co¬ 
operating  to  the  extent  that  they  should. 
It  was  charged  that  they  are  not  using 
their  heads.  The  farmers  of  this  coun¬ 
try  are  cooperating  to  the  extent  that  it 
is  possible.  We  should  be  realistic  about 
this  thing  and  take  into  consideration  the 
sources  of  such  charges,  when  charges 
like  that  are  made.  The  facts  are  that 
governmental  regulations  are  going  to 
cut  down  production,  and  the  farmer  as 
well  as  everybody  else  may  well  be  con¬ 
cerned  and  alarmed  at  this  curtailment. 

It  is  not  going  to  be  possible  to  have  as 
much  production  in  1943  as  we  had  in 
1942.  Recently  in  one  case  I  know  of  a 
man  who  purchased  a  new  tractor.  He 
had  to  sign  an  agreement  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  he  would  use  that  tractor 
for  custom  work.  Under  that  agreement 
with  the  Government  he  cannot  refuse  to 
work  for  his  neighbors.  Maybe  he  will 
not  be  able  to  use  it  in  his  own  work  at 
all,  and  the  contract  is  so  drawn  that  if 
he  refuses  to  help  his  neighbors  the 
O.  P.  A.  can  come  and  take  the  tractor 
away  from  him.  I  ask,  “Who  wants  to 
buy  any  new  equipment  in  a  situation 
like  that?’’  I  also  have  information 
about  a  public  sale  where  a  tractor  was 
sold  for  $1,200.  A  man  gave  a  check  for 
it  and  then  went  home.  Later  he  stop¬ 
ped  payment  on  the  check  and  mailed  the 
seller  a  check  for  $800,  which  was  the 
ceiling  price  fixed  by  O.  P.  A.  Under  the 
O.  P.  A.  rules  the  purchaser  was  right, 
but  that  man  who  sold  that  tractor  may¬ 
be  never  had  a  break  before  like  that  in 
his  life.  He  was  forced  to  accept  $400 
less  than  the  sale  price  by  the  O.  P.  A. 
ruling. 

I  know  of  country  sales  where  they  put 
numbers  in  a  hat  and  draw  to  determine 
who  the  lucky  man  will  be  and  who  gets 
the  tractor.  How  can  the  man  who  really 
needs  the  tractor  get  it  by  that  pro¬ 
cedure? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  If  the  gentleman  will 
look  at  Form  R-20,  he  will  find  that, 
under  the  contract  with  the  Government, 
a  man  must  sign  to  the  effect: 

I  will  agree  to  rent  or  do  custom  work. 

Mr.  GROSS.  That  is  right;  we  under¬ 
stand  that,  and  this  program,  this  rec¬ 
ommendation  for  community  farming,  is 
doing  nothing  but  bringing  in  a  program 
we  have  been  always  against — some¬ 
thing  entirely  un-American.  It  is  true 
there  are  many  small  farmers  who  can¬ 
not  produce  much,  but  most  of  those 
little  farmers  work  in  the  neighborhood 
helping  the  larger  farmers.  They  are 
doing  what  they  can.  They  take  that  I 
kind  of  a  viewpoint.  This  thing  of  urg-  1 


ing  the  farmers  to  drop  one  crop  and 
farm  another  crop  always  gets  them  into 
trouble.  I  will  never  forget  during  the 
last  war  when  I  went  to  raising  beans, 
something  I  never  had  done  before.  I 
had  about  a  hundred  bushels  of  beans. 
I  was  never  able  to  sell  them.  We  had 
beans,  beans,  beans,  and  more  beans  for 
5  years,  and  at  the  end  of  5  years  we  still 
had  those  damned  beans  on  our  hands. 
That  is  the  way  it  is  today  in  this  coun¬ 
try.  The  country  is  full  of  soya  beans 
that  cannot  be  moved.  They  are  asking 
us  to  plant  more  soya  beans.  The  farm¬ 
ers  are  not  placing  orders  for  machinery 
or  for  seed  or  for  fertilizer  today,  because 
they  do  not  believe  they  can  harvest  the 
crops.  They  are  not  dumb. 

Then  the  next  thing  another  fellow  in 
the  Government  wants  to  give  them  in¬ 
surance  so  that  if  they  cannot  harvest 
their  crops  they  will  not  lose  anything. 
That  is  just  another  racket  and  a  means 
of  allowing  a  crooked  farmer  to  plant 
all  he  can  plant,  never  intending  to  har¬ 
vest  it,  and  get  the  insurance  money. 
These  Government  officials  should  have 
sufficient  interest  in  this  country  and  in 
winning  the  war  to  make  sensible  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  farmers,  and  then 
to  trust  to  their  patriotism  after  making 
it  possible  for  them  to  produce.  We 
certainly  can  get  the  food  if  they  will’ 
do  that. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
gentleman  has  indicated  the  specifica¬ 
tion  that  this  man  who  purchases  a  trac¬ 
tor  must  rent  it  out  for  hire.  In  ordi¬ 
nary  times  farmers  exchange  work  and 
machinery  without  any  directive  from 
Washington. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes.  They  have  done 
that  before  they  ever  received  any  orders 
from  Washington  telling  them  they  had 
to  do  it. 

On  this  matter  of  howling  about  sur¬ 
plus,  these  boys  downtown  talk  about  a 
surplus  of  corn,  for  instance.  They  can¬ 
not  see  anything  in  a  pile  of  corn  but 
just  a  pile  of  corn,  but  the  farmer  can 
see  in  that  corn  beef,  pork,  mutton,  hide, 
leather,  brushes,  milk,  butter,  cheese, 
cream,  and  ice  cream.  He  can  see  w'ool, 
and  clothes  for  the  Army  and  civilians. 
He  can  visualize  any  number  of  things 
in  that  pile  of  corn.  Eggs  and  chickens 
galore.  There  is  going  to  be  a  tremen¬ 
dous  curtailment  in  poultry.  The  fann¬ 
ers  are  refusing  to  put  in  chicks  because 
they  cannot  get  the  proper  concentrates 
to  balance  the  ration.  This  will  have  a 
serious  reflection  in  the  production  of 
poultry  and  poultry  products. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  ex¬ 
pired.  The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  concluded  the  reading  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  that  the  Committee  do  now  rise 
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and  report  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  amendments,  with  the  recom¬ 
mendation  that  the  amendments  be 
agreed  to  and  the  bill  as  amended  do 
pass. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Bulwinkle,  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Com¬ 
mittee,  having  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  H.  R.  2068,  directed  him  to  re¬ 
port  the  same  back  to  the  House  with 
sundry  amendments  with  the  recom¬ 
mendation  that  the  amendments  be 
agreed  to  and  the  bill  as  amended  do 
pass. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  bill  and 
all  amendments  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  amendments. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the 
engrossment  and  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  the 
Speaker  announced  that  the  ayes  ap¬ 
peared  to  have  it. 

Mr.  MURRAY  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present,  and  I  object 
to  the  vote  on  the  ground  that  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present.  The  Doorkeeper  will  close 
the  doors,  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  will  no¬ 
tify  absent  Members,  and  the  Clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  346,  nays  0,  not  voting  88, 
as  follows: 


[Roll  No,  20] 
TEAS — 346 


Abernethy 

Bryson 

Cunningham 

Allen,  Ill. 

Buffett 

Curley 

Allen,  La. 

Bulwinkle 

Curtis 

Andersen, 

Burch,  Va. 

D’Alesandro 

H.  Carl 

Burehill,  N.  Y. 

Day 

Anderson,  Calif.  Burdick 

Delaney 

Anderson, 

Busbey 

Dewey 

N.  Mex. 

Canfield 

Dickstein 

Andresen, 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Dies 

August  H. 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Dilweg 

Andrews 

Capozzoll 

Dlrksen 

Angell 

Carlson,  Kans. 

Disney 

Arends 

Carter 

Ditter 

Arnold 

Case 

Domengeaux 

Baldwin,  N.  Y. 

Celler 

Dondero 

Barrett 

Chapman 

Doughton 

Barry 

Chenoweth 

Drewry 

Bates,  Ky. 

Chlperfield 

Durham 

Bates,  Mass. 

Church 

Dworshak 

Beall 

Clark 

Eberharter 

Beckworth 

Clason 

Elliott 

Bell 

Clevenger 

Ellis 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Coffee 

Ellison,  Md. 

Bishop 

Cole,  Mo. 

Elmer 

Blackney 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Elston,  Ohio 

Bland 

Colmer 

Engel 

Bloom 

Compton 

Englebright 

Bolton 

Cooley 

Fay 

Bonner 

Cooper 

Feighan 

Boren 

Costello 

Fellows 

Boykin 

Courtney 

Fernandez 

Bradley,  Mich. 

Cox 

Fish 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Cravens 

Fisher 

Brehm 

Crawford 

Fitzpatrick 

Brooks 

Creal 

Flannagan 

Brown,  Ga. 

Crosser 

Fogarty 

Brown,  Ohio 

Culkin 

Forand 

Ford 

Kerr 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Fulbrlght 

Kilburn 

Rees,  Kans. 

Fulmer 

Kilday 

Richards 

Furlong 

King 

Rivers 

Gallagher 

Kinzer 

Rizley 

Gamble 

Kirwan 

Robertson 

Gathings 

Klein 

Robinson,  Utah 

Gavagan 

Knutson 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Gavin 

Kunkel 

Rockwell 

Gearhart 

LaFollette 

Rodgers,  Pa. 

Gerlach 

Lambertson 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Gifford 

Landis 

Rolph 

Gilchrist 

Lanham 

Rowan 

Gillette 

Larcade 

Rowe 

Gillie 

LeCompte 

Russell 

Goodwin 

LeFevre 

Sadowski 

Gordon 

Lemke 

Sasscer 

Gore 

Ludlow 

Sauthoff 

Gorski 

Lynch 

Schwabe 

Gossett 

McCord 

Shafer 

Graham 

McCormack 

Sheppard 

Grant,  Ala. 

McKenzie 

Short 

Gregory 

McMillan 

Sikes 

Griffiths 

McMurray 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Gross 

McWilliams 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Guyer 

Magnuson 

Slaughter 

Gwynne 

Mahon 

Smith,  Maine 

Hale 

Maloney 

Smith,  Ohio 

Hall, 

Manasco 

Smith,  Va. 

Edwin  Arthur 

Mansfield, 

Smith,  Wis. 

Hall, 

Mont. 

Snyder 

Leonard  W. 

Mansfield,  Tex. 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

Halleck 

Marcantonio 

Sparkman 

Hancock 

Martin,  Iowa 

Spence 

Harness,  Ind. 

Mason 

Springer 

Harris,  Ark. 

May 

Stanley 

Harris,  Va. 

Merritt 

Stearns,  N.  H. 

Hart 

Michener 

Stefan 

Hartley 

Miller,  Conn. 

Stevenson 

Hays 

Miller,  Mo. 

Stockman 

Hebert 

Mills 

Sullivan 

Heffernan 

Monkiewicz 

Sumner,  Ill. 

Heidinger 

Morrison,  La. 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Hendricks 

Morrison,  N.  C. 

Sundstrom 

Hess- 

Mott 

Taber 

Hill 

Mruk 

Talbot 

Hobbs 

Mundt 

Talle 

Hoeven 

Murdock 

Tarver 

Hoffman 

Murphy 

Taylor 

Holifield 

Murray,  Wis. 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Holmes,  Wash. 

Newsome 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Hope 

Norman 

Thomason 

Horan 

Norrell 

Tibbott 

Hull 

Norton 

Tolan 

Izac 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Troutman 

Jackson 

O’Brien,  Mich. 

Van  Zandt 

Jeffrey 

O’Connor 

Vincent,  Ky. 

Jenkins 

O’Hara 

Vinson,  Ga. 

Jensen 

O’Konski 

Voorhis,  Calif. 

Johnson. 

O’Leary 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Anton  J. 

O’Neal 

Vursell 

Johnson, 

Outland 

Walter 

Calvin  D. 

Pace 

Ward 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Patman 

Wasielewskl 

Johnson, 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Weaver 

J.  Leroy 

Peterson,  Ga. 

Welch 

Johnson, 

Pfeifer 

Wene 

Luther  A. 

Phillips 

West 

Johnson, 

Pittenger 

Wheat 

Lyndon  B. 

Ploeser 

Whittington 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Plumley 

Wickersham 

Johnson,  Ward 

Poage 

Wigglesworth 

Jones 

Poulson 

Willey 

Jonkman 

Powers 

Wilson 

Judd 

Pracht 

Winstead 

Kean 

Price 

Wolcott 

Kearney 

Priest 

Wolfenden,  Pa. 

Kee 

Rabaut 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Keefe 

Ramey 

Woodruff,  Mich. 

Kefauver 

Ramspeck 

Worley 

Kennedy 

Randolph 

Wright 

Keogh 

Rankin 

NAYS— 0 

Zimmerman 

NOT  VOTING— 

-88 

Auchincloss 

Fenton 

Lane 

Baldwin,  Md. 

Folger 

Lea 

Barden 

Gale 

Lesinski 

Bender 

Gibson 

Lewis,  Colo. 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Granger 

Lewis,  Ohio 

Buckley 

Grant,  Ind. 

Luce 

Burgin 

Green 

McCowen 

Butler 

Hagen 

McGehee 

Byrne 

Hare 

McGranery 

Camp 

Harless,  Ariz. 

McGregor 

Carson,  Ohio 

Herter 

McLean 

Cochran 

Hinshaw 

Maas 

Cullen 

Hoch 

Madden 

Davis 

Holmes,  Mass. 

Martin,  Mass. 

Dawson 

Howell 

Merrow 

Dlngell 

Jarman 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Douglas 

Jennings 

Miller,  Pa. 

Eaton 

Kelley 

Monroney 

Ellsworth 

Kleberg 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Myers 

Nichols 

O’Brien,  N,  Y. 

O’Toole 

Patton 

Philbin 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Reed,  Ill. 

Rogers,  Calif. 

Rohrbough 

Sabath 


Satterfield 

Scanlon 

Schiffler 

Schuetz 

Scott 

Sheridan 

Smith,  W.  Va. 

Starnes,  Ala, 

Steagall 

Stewart 

Towe 


Treadway 
Wadsworth 
Weichel,  Ohio 
Weiss 

Whelchel,  Ga. 
White 
Whitten 
Winter 

Woodrum,  Va, 


So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  McGehee  with  Mr.  Reece  of  Tennessee. 
Mr.  Cullen  with  Mr.  Bennett  of  Michigan. 
Mr.  Cochran  with  Mr.  Lewis  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Lane  with  Mi-.  Shiffler. 

Mr.  O’Toole  with  Mr.  Miller  of  Nebraska. 
Mr.  Whitten  with  Mr.  Auchincloss. 

Mr.  Weiss  with  Mr.  Carson  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Buckley  with  Mr.  Fenton. 

Mr.  Kelley  with  Mr.  Douglas. 

Mr.  Byrne  with  Mr.  Reed  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Hoch  with  Mr.  MUler  of  Pennsylvania. 
Mr.  Starnes  of  Alabama  with  Mr.  Ellsworth. 
Mr.  Kleberg  with  Mr.  Grant  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Cox  with  Mr.  Howell. 

Mr.  Patton  with  Mr.  Jennings. 

Mr.  Lewis  of  Colorado  with  Mr.  Treadway. 
Mr.  Jarman  with  Mr.  O’Brien  of  New  York. 
Mr.  Steagall  with  Mr.  Eaton. 

Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Holmes 
of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Satterfield  with  Mr.  McGregor. 

Mr.  Barden  with  Mr.  Martin  of  Massachu¬ 
setts. 

Mr.  Hare  with  Mr.  Winter. 

Mr.  Schuetz  with  Mr.  Butler. 

Mr.  Baldwin  of  Maryland  with  Mr.  McLean. 
Mr.  Green  with  Mr.  Maas. 


The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  doors  were  opened. 


PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE/ 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mr.  Speaker  JTask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the/House 
for  10  minutes  at  the  close  of  the  legisla¬ 
tive  business  of  the  day. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet 
on  Monday  rtext. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection,  it 
is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  Objection. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS  FOR  WEEK  OF  MON¬ 
DAY,  MARCH  8,  1943 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  tdtoroceed  for  1  min¬ 
ute  to  inquire  of  the  majority  leader  what 
the  program  will  be  for  n^xt  week. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  have  set  aside 
Monday,  Tuesday,  and  Wednesday  of 
next  week  for  consideration  of  the  lend- 
lease  bill.  If  consideration  of  that  bill  is 
completed  early  Wednesday,  we  will  take 
up  the  debt-limit  bill;  otherwise  the  debt- 
limit  bill  will  be  considered  Thursday  and 
Friday,  As  early  in  the  week  as  I  know 
what  the  balance  of  the  program  will  be 
I  will  announce  it  to  the  House. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  own 
remarks  in  the  Record,  and  to  include 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  9, 1943 

Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 


AN  ACT 

Making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and 
the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Navy 

5  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 

6  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes,  namely: 

7  NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

8  For  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  Navy 

9  Department  and  naval  service,  fiscal  year  1943,  to  he  sup- 

10  plemental  to  the  appropriations  and  funds  in  the  Naval 

11  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  including  the  objects  and  sub- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

11 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

99 

23 

24 

25 


ject  to  the  limitations  specified  under  the  respective  heads 
and  subject  to  the  provisions  under  the  head  “General  Pro¬ 
visions”  contained  in  said  Act,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
herein,  as  follows: 

NAVAL  ESTABLISHMENT 
Office  of  the  Seceetaey 
MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  Navy,  including  not  to  exceed 
$300  (total  annual  expenditure  rate)  for  extension  tele¬ 
phones  between  the  telephone  switchboards  at  the  official 
stations  of  naval  officials  and  the  living  quarters  of  such  offi¬ 
cials,  $6,723,117:  Provided ,  That  no  appropriation  for  the 
Navy  Department  or  naval  service  available  during  the  fiscal 
year  1943  (except  funds  transferred  or  made  available  to 
other  executive  agencies  for  use  for  naval  purposes)  shall  be 
used  after  March  31,  1943,  for  the  employment  of  persons  for 
the  performance  of  service  in  other  than  the  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment  or  elsewhere  than  under  the  Navy  Department,  except 
employees  who  had  been  employed  by  and  performing  service 
under  the  Navy  Department  for  three  months  or  more  imme¬ 
diately  prior  to  their  detail  for  service  elsewhere. 

NAVAL  EESEAECII  LABOEATOEY 

Naval  Research  Laboratory,  $529,270:  Provided,  That 
the  compensation  of  the  senior  head  physicist,  as  established 
in  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  shall  be  construed 
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1  as  placing  the  incumbent  of  such  position  in  the  initial  rate 

2  of  grade  8,  Professional  and  Scientific  Service,  and  subject 

3  to  the  provisions  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as 

4  amended. 

5  NAVAL  PRISON  FARMS  AND  PRISON  PERSONNEL 

6  Naval  prison  farms  and  prison  personnel,  $13,000. 

7  BUKEAU  OE  NAVAL  PERSONNEL 

8  TRAINING,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE,  NAVY 

9  Naval  War  College,  $5,000; 

10  Naval  training  stations: 

11  Newport,  Rhode  Island,  $600,000  ; 

12  Great  Lakes,  Illinois,  $2,000,000: 

13  Norfolk,  Virginia,  $100,000; 

14  Lake  Pend  Oreille,  Idaho,  $230,000; 

15  Libraries,  $800,000 ; 

16  Welfare  and  recreation,  $950,000; 

17  In  all,  training,  education,  and  welfare,  Navv, 

18  $4,685,000. 

19  NAVAL  RESERVE 

20  Naval  Reserve,  $40,800,000. 

21  NAVAL  ACADEMY 

22  Pay  of  employees,  Naval  Academy,  $175,192. 

23  Current  and  miscellaneous  expenses,  Naval  Academy, 

24  $34,000. 

25  Maintenance  and  repairs,  Naval  Academy,  $330,540. 
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1  BUREAU  OF  SHIPS 

2  Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships,  $737,230,464. 

3  BUREAU  OF  ORDNANCE 

4  Ordnance  and  Ordnance  Stores,  $1,000,000,000. 

5  BUREAU  OF  SUPPLIES  AND  ACCOUNTS 

6  Pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation  of  naval  personnel: 

7  Pay  of  naval  personnel,  $382,892,000; 

8  Subsistence  of  naval  personnel,  $68,354,000; 

9  Transportation  and  recruiting  of  naval  personnel, 

10  $43,722,000; 

11  In  all,  pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation,  Navy, 

12  including  reimbursement  to  personnel  and  messes  for  subsist- 

13  ence  and  clothing  furnished  survivors,  $494,968,000. 

14  Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts, 

15  $46,000,000. 

16  Fuel  and  transportation,  Navy,  $47,618,000. 

17  Clothing  and  small-stores  fund,  $100,000,000. 

18  BUREAU  OP  MEDICINE  AND  SURGERY 

19  Medical  Department,  Navy,  $67,000,000. 

20  BUREAU  OE  YARDS  AND  DOCKS 

21  Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  including 

22  rental  of  passenger-carrying  automobiles  outside  continental 

23  United  States,  $22,500,000. 

24  Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  $798,- 
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1  300,000,  toward  contract  authorization  of  $1,474,634,000 

2  heretofore  granted,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  which, 

3  together  with  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  liereto- 

4  fore  made  under  this  head,  shall  be  accounted  for  as  one 

5  fund,  and,  in  addition  to  all  other  amounts  heretofore  appro- 

6  priated  under  this  head,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby 

7  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  public-works  equipment, 

8  materials,  and  construction,  including  collateral  public-works 

9  items,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $239,740,400,  subject  to 

10  authorization  thereof  by  other  law. 

11  BUREAU  OF  AERONAUTICS 

12  Aviation,  Navy:  The  amount  of  the  appropriation  under 

13  this  head  for  the  fiscal  year  1942,  continued  available  until 

14  June  30,  1943,  is  hereby  increased  from  $1,068,000,000  to 

15  $1,630,000,000,  and  such  portion,  as  may  be  certified  by  the 

16  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  of  the  appropriation  under  this  head 

17  for  the  fiscal  year  1943  as  was  provided  for  new  construction 

18  and  procurement  of  aircraft  and  equipment,  spare  parts  and 

19  accessories,  is  hereby  continued  available  until  June  30,  1944. 

20  INCREASE  AND  REPLACEMENT  OE  NAVAL 

21  VESSELS 

22  Armor,  armament,  and  ammunition,  $417,000,000,  to- 

23  ward  objects  heretofore  authorized  and  appropriated  for  in 

l 

24  part  under  this  head,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

H.  R.  2068 - 2 
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REPAIR  FACILITIES,  NAVY 

Repair  Facilities,  Navy,  $10,000,000. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  FLOATING  DRYDOCKS,  NAVY 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  in  the  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $210,000,000  for 
the  construction  of  mobile  floating’  drydocks  and  collateral 
facilities  and  incidental  work,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  ap¬ 
proved  February  19,  1943  (Public  Law  1) . 

COAST  GUARD 

Salaries,  office  of  Commandant,  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  1943 :  The  number  of  enlisted  men  now  authorized 
to  be  detailed  to  duty  at  Coast  Guard  headquarters  is  in¬ 
creased  to  three  hundred  and  fifty. 

Pay  and  Allowances,  Coast  Guard,  $10,600,000,  includ¬ 
ing  hire  of  quarters  for  officers  serving  with  troops  where 
there  are  no  public  quarters  belonging  to  the  Government, 
and  where  there  are  not  sufficient  quarters  possessed  by  the 
United  States  to  accommodate  them;  reimbursements  for 
losses  of  property  as  provided  by  law  (34  IT.  S.  C.  981- 
983)  ;  purchase  of  uniforms,  accouterments,  and  equipment 
for  officers  and  cadets,  and  the  current  appropriation  reim¬ 
bursed,  as  provided  by  law  (14  U.  S.  C.  30)  ;  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  prescribe  per 
diem  rates  of  allowance  for  Public  Health  Service  officers 


1  detailed  to  tlie  Coast  Guard  as  authorized  for  Coast  Guard 

2  officers. 

3  General  expenses,  Coast  Guard,  $11,250,000. 

4  Salaries,  Office  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection 

5  and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy) ,  $50,000. 

6  Salaries  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and 

7  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy ) ,  $400,000,  and  the  ap- 

8  propriations  for  the  fiscal  years  1942  and  1943  under  the 

9  heads  “Salaries,  Office  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspec- 

10  tion  and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy)”  and  “Salaries 

11  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and  Navigation 

12  (Coast  Guard,  Navy)  ”  shall  be  available  for  overtime  com- 

13  pensation  authorized  by  law  for  the  Coast  Guard. 

14  GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

15  Sec.  102.  Appropriations  available  for  the  fiscal  year 

16  ending  June  30,  1943,  for  travel  expenses  of  civilian  in- 

17  spectors  of  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  available  for  reim- 

18  bursement,  at  not  to  exceed  three  cents  per  mile,  for  travel 

19  performed  by  such  employees  in  privately  owned  automo- 

20  biles  within  the  limits  of  their  official  stations. 

21  Sec.  103.  The  limitations  on  the  number  of  men  in- 

22  ducted  into  the  naval  forces  and  into  the  Marine  Corps  under 

23  the  provisions  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 

24  1940,  contained  in  section  107  of  the  Naval  Appropriation 

25  Act,  1943,  are  hereby  removed. 
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Sec.  104.  During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1943,  the  appropriations  available  to  either  the  War 
Department  or  the  Navy  Department  shall  he  available  for 
procurement  as  provided  for  in  such  appropriations  by 
any  other  executive  department  or  independent  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Government  through  administrative  allotments 
in  such  amounts  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  without 
transfer  of  funds  on  the  hooks  of  the  Treasury  Department: 
Provided,  That  orders  placed  or  expenses  incurred  by  the 
procuring  department  or  establishment  in  respect  to  such 
allotments  shall  he  considered  as  obligations  against  the  ap¬ 
propriations  involved :  Provided  further,  That  disbursing 
officers  of  the  allotting  department  may  make  disbursements 
chargeable  to  such  allotments  upon  vouchers  certified  by 
officers  of  the  procuring  department  or  establishment:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  whenever  vouchers  are  certified  by  an 
officer  of  the  procuring  department  or  establishment  and  are 
paid  by  a  disbursing  officer  of  the  allotting  department  the 
certifying  officer  and  not  the  disbursing  officer  shall  be  held 
responsible  and  accountable  for  the  existence  and  correctness 
of  the  facts  certified,  including  the  correctness  of  computa¬ 
tions  shown  on  certified  vouchers  and  on  any  required 
supporting  documents. 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  constitute 
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1  and  may  be  cited  as  “Title  IV,  Naval  Appropriation  Act, 

2  1943”. 

3  Sec.  106.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Supplemental 

4  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  5,  1943. 

Attest:  SOUTH  TRIMBLE, 

Clerk. 
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78th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 1 6 


[Report  No.  119] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  9, 1943 

Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 

March  16  (legislative  day,  March  9),  1913 
Reported  by  Mr.  Overton,  with  amendments 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


Making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and 
the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year,  ending  June  30,  1943, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Navy 

5  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 

6  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes,  namely: 

7  NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

8  For  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  Navy 

9  Department  and  naval  service,  fiscal  year  1943,  to  he  sup- 

10  plemental  to  the  appropriations  and  funds  in  the  Naval 

11  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  including  the  objects  and  sub- 
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ject  to  the  limitations  specified  under  the  respective  heads 
and  subject  to  the  provisions  under  the  head  “General  Pro¬ 
visions”  contained  in  said  Act,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
herein,  as  follows: 

NAVAL  ESTABLISHMENT 
Office  of  the  Seceetaey 


MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  Navy,  including  not  to  exceed 
$300  (total  annual  expenditure  rate)  for  extension  tele¬ 
phones  between  the  telephone  switchboards  at  the  official 
stations  of  naval  officials  and  the  living  quarters  of  such  offi¬ 
cials,  $6,723,117 —Pro mdedj  That  no  appropriation  for  the 
Navy  Department  or  naval  service  available  during  the  fiscal 
year  -1-94-3-  -(except  funds  transferred  or  made  available  to 

eposes)-  shall  he 
used  after  March  34-y  1913,  for  the  employment  of  persons  for 
the  performance  of  service  in  other  than  the  Navy  Depart  - 
ment  or  elsewhere  than  under  the  Navy  Department,  except 
employees  who  had  been  employed  by  and  performing  service 
under  the  Navy  Department  for  three  months  or  more  immo 
diateby  prior  to  their  detail  for  service  elsewhere. 


other  executive  agencies  for  use  for  naval 


NAVAL  EESEAECH  LABOEATOEY 
Naval  Research  Laboratory,  $529,270:  Provided ,  That 
the  compensation  of  the  senior  head  physicist,  as  established 
in  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  shall  be  construed 


o 

o 


as  placing  the  incumbent  of  such  position  in  the  initial  rate 
of  grade  8,  Professional  and  Scientific  Service,  and  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as 
amended. 

NAVAL  PEISON  FAKMS  AND  PEISON  PEESONNEL 
Naval  prison  farms  and  prison  personnel,  $13,000. 
JBUEEAU  OP  NAVAL  PEESONNEL 


TEAINING,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFAEE,  NAVY 

Naval  War  College,  $5,000; 

Naval  training  stations: 

Newport,  Ehode  Island,  $600,000; 

Great  Lakes,  Illinois,  $2,000,000; 

Norfolk,  Virginia,  $100,000; 

Lake  Pend  Oreille,  Idaho,  $230,000; 

Libraries,  $800,000; 

Welfare  and  recreation,  $950,000; 

In  all,  training,  education,  and  welfare,  Navy, 
$4,685,000. 


NAVAL  EESEEVE 


Naval  lie  serve, 


NAVAL  ACADEMY 

Pay  of  employees,  Naval  Academy,  $175,192. 

Current  and  miscellaneous  expenses,  Naval  Academy, 
$34,000. 


Maintenance  and  repairs,  Naval  Academy,  $330,540. 
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1  BUREAU  OF  SHIPS 

2  Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships,  $737y230,464-  $765,- 

3  000,000. 

4  BUREAU  OF  ORDNANCE 

5  Ordnance  and  Ordnance  Stores,  $1,000,000,000. 

6  BUREAU  OF  SUPPLIES  AND  ACCOUNTS 

7  Pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation  of  naval  personnel: 

8  Pay  of  naval  personnel,  $382,892,000; 

9  Subsistence  of  naval  personnel,  $68,354,000; 

10  Transportation  and  recruiting  of  naval  personnel, 

11  $43,722,000; 

12  In  all,  pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation,  Navy, 

13  including  reimbursement  to  personnel  and  messes  for  subsist- 

14  ence  and  clothing  furnished  survivors,  $494,968,000. 

15  Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts, 

16  $46,000,000. 

17  Fuel  and  transportation,  Navy,  $47,618,000. 

18  Clothing  and  small-stores  fund,  $100,000,000. 

19  BUBEAU  OF  MEDICINE  AND  SUBGEBY 

20  Medical  Department,  Navy,  $67,000,000. 

21  BUREAU  OF  YARDS  AND  DOCKS 

22  Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  including 

23  not  to  exceed  $5,000  for  the  rental  of  passenger-carrying 

24  automobiles  outside  continental  United  States,  $22,500,000. 

25  Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  $798,- 


5 


1  300,000,  toward  contract  authorization  of  $1,474,634,000 

2  heretofore  granted,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  which, 

3  together  with  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  hereto- 

4  fore  made  under  this  head,  shall  be  accounted  for  as  one 

5  fund,  and,  in  addition  to  all  other  amounts  heretofore  appro- 

6  priated  under  this  head,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby 

7  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  public-works  equipment, 

8  materials,  and  construction,  including  collateral  public-works 

9  items,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $239,740,400,  subject  to 

10  authorization  thereof  by  other  law. 

11  BUREAU  OF  AERONAUTICS 

12  Aviation,  Navy:  The  amount  of  the  appropriation  under 

13  this  head  for  the  fiscal  year  1942,  continued  available  until 

14  June  30,  1943,  is  hereby  increased  from  $1,068,000,000  to 

15  $1,630,000,000,  and  such  portion,  as  may  be  certified  by  the 

16  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  of  the  appropriation  under  this  head 

17  for  the  fiscal  year  1943  as  was  provided  for  new  construction 

18  and  procurement  of  aircraft  and  equipment,  spare  parts  and 

19  accessories,  is  hereby  continued  available  until  -June  30.  1944. 

20  INCREASE  AND  REPLACEMENT  OE  NAVAL 

21  VESSELS 

22  Armor,  armament,  and  ammunition,  $417,000,000,  to- 

23  ward  objects  heretofore  authorized  and  appropriated  for  in 

24  part  under  this  head,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 


II.  R.  2068 - 2 


1 

o 

Lj 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


6 


EEPAIE  FACILITIES,  NAVY 

Repair  Facilities,  Navy,  $10,000,000,  toward  contract 
authorization  heretofore  granted,  to  remain  available  until 
expended,  and,  in  addition  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  repair  facilities  in  the 
amount  of  not,  to  exceed  $ 210,000,000 ,  as  authorized  by  the 
Act  of  February  19, 1943,  Public  Law  1. 

CQNSTR-I "GTION-  OF  FLOATING-  I)E-l-DOCKS,  NAVY 

ffihe  Secretary  ef  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  eater  rate 
eeatmets  ia  the  aaa-»aat  el  aat  ta  e-xceed  $24041004400  for 
the  construction:  of  mobile  hooting  dcydooks  aad  eohateral 
faeiUties  aad  iaeid-eatal  work-,-  as  authorized  by  tbe  Act  ap¬ 
proved  February  44b  1-943  -(Public  -Law  4fr 

COAST  GTTAED 

Salaries,  office  of  Commandant,  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  1943 :  The  number  of  enlisted  men  now  authorized 
to  be  detailed  to  duty  at  Coast  Guard  headquarters  is  in¬ 
creased  to  three  hundred  and  fifty. 

Pay  and  Allowances,  Coast  Guard,  $10,600,000,  includ¬ 
ing  hire  of  quarters  for  officers  serving  with  troops  where 
there  are  no  public  quarters  belonging  to  the  Government, 
and  where  there  are  not  sufficient  quarters  possessed  by  the 
United  States  to  accommodate  them;  reimbursements  for 
losses  of  property  as  provided  by  law  (34  U.  S.  C.  981- 
983)  ;  purchase  of  uniforms,  accouterments,  and  equipment 
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1  for  officers  and  cadets,  and  the  current  appropriation  reim- 

2  bursed,  as  provided  by  law  (14  U.  S.  C.  30)  ;  and  the  Sec- 

3  retary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  prescribe  per 

4  diem  rates  of  allowance  for  Public  Health  Service  officers 

5  detailed  to  the  Coast  Guard  as  authorized  for  Coast  Guard 

6  officers. 

7  General  expenses,  Coast  Guard,  $11,250,000. 

8  Salaries,  Office  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection 

9  and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy) ,  $50,000. 

10  Salaries  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and 

11  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy),  $400,000,  and  the  ap- 

12  propriations  for  the  fiscal  years  1942  and  1943  under  the 

13  heads  “Salaries,  Office  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspec- 

14  tion  and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy)”  and  “Salaries 

15  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and  Navigation 

16  (Coast  Guard,  Navy)  ”  shall  be  available  for  overtime  com- 

17  pensation  authorized  by  law  for  the  Coast  Guard. 

18  GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

19  Sec.  102.  Appropriations  available  for  the  fiscal  year 

20  ending  June  30,  1943,  for  travel  expenses  of  civilian  in- 

21  spectors  of  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  available  for  reim- 

22  bursement,  at  not  to  exceed  three  cents  per  mile,  for  travel 

23  performed  bv  such  employees  in  privately  owned  automo- 

24  biles  within  the  limits  of  their  official  stations. 

25  Sec.  103.  The  limitations  on  the  number  of  men  in- 
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1  ducted  into  the  naval  forces  and  into  the  Marine  Corps  under 

2  the  provisions  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 

3  1940,  contained  in  section  107  of  the  Naval  Appropriation 

4  Act,  1943,  are  hereby  removed. 

5  Sec.  104.  During  the  fiscal  }^ear  ending  June  30, 

6  1943,  the  appropriations  available  to  either  the  War 

7  Department  or  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  available  for 

8  procurement  as  provided  for  in  such  appropriations  by 

9  any  other  executive  department  or  independent  establish- 

10  ment  of  the  Government  through  administrative  allotments 

11  in  such  amounts  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of 

12  War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  without 

13  transfer  of  funds  on  the  hooks  of  the  Treasury  Department: 

14  Provided,  That  orders  placed  or  expenses  incurred  by  the 

15  procuring  department  or  establishment  in  respect  to  such 

16  allotments  shall  be  considered  as  obligations  against  the  ap- 

17  propriations  involved :  Provided  further,  That  disbursing 

18  officers  of  the  allotting  department  may  make  disbursements 

19  chargeable  to  such  allotments  upon  vouchers  certified  by 

20  officers  of  the  procuring  department  or  establishment:  Pro- 

21  vided  further,  That  whenever  vouchers  are  certified  by  an 

22  officer  of  the  procuring  department  or  establishment  and  are 

23  paid  by  a  disbursing  officer  of  the  allotting  department  the 

24  certifying  officer  and  not  the  disbursing  officer  shall  he  held 

25  responsible  and  accountable  for  the  existence  and  correctness 
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1  of  the  facts  certified,  including  the  correctness  of  computa- 

2  tions  shown  on  certified  vouchers  and  on  any  required 

3  supporting  documents. 

4  Sec.  105.  Appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  constitute 

5  and  may  be  cited  as  “Title  IV,  Naval  Appropriation  Act, 

6  1943”. 

7  Sec.  106.  This  Act  may  he  cited  as  the  “Supplemental 

8  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  5,  1943. 

Attest:  SOUTH  TRIMBLE, 

Clerk. 
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78th  Congress 

1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  116 


SENATE 


I 


Report 

No.  119 


SUPPLEMENTAL  NAVAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  FISCAI 

YEAR  1943 


March  16  (legislative  day,  March  9),  1943,-Ordered  to  be  printed 

Mr.  Overton  (for  Mr.  McKellar),  from  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  submitted  the  following 

report 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  2068] 

m[1R  on°rstniltie  0,1  ^RPropriations,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
n  ,:1,?  making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Depart- 

in  naVal  Sei'V1Ce  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30  1943 
and  foi  other  purposes,  report  the  same  to  the  Senate  with  various 

TangiTZtand  Pre8eD,S  relative  \o‘Z 

Amount  of  bill  as  passed  the  House. _  Sq  sir,  906  roo 

Amount  added  by  Senate _  ( (  ; ] (  '  ^  ^3 

Amount  ol  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate _  3,  851  176  119 

co^ittr  o!  the  flouse  bui  — b;  & 

INCREASE  AND  LIMITATIONS 

Miscell  aneous  expenses: 

inJl^reCTm!nd?d  b>’  the  committee  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  proviso  be  stricken  from  the  bill: 

:  Provided,  That  no  appropriation  for  the  Navy  Denart- 
Xo  ,0r  na,vf  serylce  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
funds  transferred  or  made  available  to  other 
executive  agencies  for  use  for  naval  purposes)  shall  be 

or  th.  'VarCh  31’  !?43'  f0r  the  employment  of  persons 
n"  Q  Performance  of  service  in  other  than  the  Navv 
Department  or  elsewhere  than  under  the  Navv  Depart- 
ment,  except  emplojmes  who  had  been  emploved  bv  and 
performing  service  under  the  Navy  Department  for 
three  months  or  more  immediately  prior  to  their  detail 
for  service  elsewhere  '  iu 
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SUPPLEMENTAL  NAVY  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1943 


Naval  Reserve _ 

(The  House  in  their  report  stated  that  an  over-all 
reduction  of  $7,200,000  was  made  because  it  was  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  goals  set  for  the  remainder  of  the  current 
fiscal  year  could  not  be  wholly  realized.  It  was  pointed 
out  to  the  committee  that  it  was  not  considered  desirable 
at  this  time  to  plan  a  reduction  in  the  aviation-cadet  and 
officer-training  programs  which  would  be  necessary  if  the 
amount  is  not  restored.  The  committee  is  anxious  that 
the  training  programs  be  not  interrupted  and  for  that 
reason  recommended  the  restoration  of  the  amount  of 
$7,200,000.) 


Bureau  of  Ships: 

Maintenance - -  -  -----  ---- 

(It  is  recommended  by  the  committee  that  the 
sum  of  $27,769,530  deleted  by  the  House  be  restored 
to  the  bill.  It  was  testified  before  the  committee 
that  due  to  a  clerical  error  in  their  justifications  the 
item  for  ship-repair  and  alteration  equipment  and 
material  was  set  up  as  $227,769,536.  The  fact  of 
the  matter  is  that  that  sum  should  have  been 
$124,317,825.  The  effect  of  the  House  cut  was  to 
reduce  not  the  sum  of  $227,769,536,  as  they  thought, 
but  the  amount  of  $124,317,825.  The  amount 
which  the  committee  recommends  be  restored  is 
urgently  needed  to  cover  the  acquisition  of  stocks 
of  materials  hard  to  procure  such  as  generators, 
chemical  defense,  Diesel-engine  parts,  gas-engine 
parts,  submarine  spare  parts,  radar,  radio,  and 
underwater  sound  and  cryptographic  devices.) 


$7,  200,  000 


27,  769,  536 


Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks: 

Maintenance:  . 

It  is  recommended  by  the  committee  that  a  limita¬ 
tion  of  $5,000  be  placed  upon  the  amount  which 
the  Department  may  expend  for  the  rental  of  auto¬ 
mobiles  outside  continental  United  States. 

Construction  of  floating  dry  docks: 

It  is  recommended  by  the  committee  that  the  following 
paragraph  be  stricken  from  the  bill: 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  FLOATING  DRYDOCKS,  NAVY 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  enter 
into  contracts '  in  the  amount  of  not  to  exceed 
$210,000,000  for  the  construction  of  mobile  floating 
drydocks  and  collateral  facilities  and  incidental 
work,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  approved  February 
19,  1943  (Public  Law  1).  ,  , ,  , 

and  that  in  lieu  thereof  the  following  language  be  added 
to  the  item  for  “Repair  facilities,  Navy”: 

toward  contract  authorization  heretofore  granted,  to 
'remain  available  until  expended,  and  in  addition  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  repair  facilities  in  the  amount  of  not  to 
exceed  $210,000,000,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  19,  1943,  Public  Law  1 
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(Public  Law  No.  1,  which  is  made  a  part  of  this  report, 
authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $210,000,000  for  essential 
equipment  and  facilities  at  either  private  or  public  plants 
for  repairing,  altering,  or  converting  any  vessel  operated 
by  the  Navy  or  being  prepared  for  naval  use.  The 
language  in  the  appropriation  bill  as  passed  by  the  House 
provides  a  contract  authorization  of  $210,000,000  but  re¬ 
stricts  it  to  the  construction  of  mobile  floating  drydocks 
and  collateral  facilities  and  incidental  work.  The  De¬ 
partment  pointed  out  that  as  long  as  we  are  under  a  war 
status  the  needs  which  may  arise  are  not  predictable  and 
with  the  very  close  restriction  which  is  placed  upon  the 
authorization  by  the  House  they  would  be  hampered  in 
what  they  may  have  to  do  quickly  or  need  to  do  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  development  of  military  campaigns. 
While  Public  Law  No.  1  was  under  consideration  by  the 
House  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  the  broad  au¬ 
thority  as  contained  in  the  law  as  finally  enacted  was 
chosen  so  as  to  provide  the  requisite  elasticity  of  choice 
and  distribution  which  is  so  essential  in  time  of  war  when 
plans  frequently  have  to  be  shifted  and  adjusted  in  order 
to  meet  developments  which  could  not  previously  have 
been  foreseen.) 

Public  Law  No.  1  reads  as  follows: 

AN  ACT  Authorizing  appropriations  for  the  United  States  Navy 
for  additional  ship  repair  facilities,  and  for  other  purposes 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represent¬ 
atives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  as¬ 
sembled,  That  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  $210,000,000  for  essen¬ 
tial  equipment  and  facilities  at  either  private  or 
public  plants  for  repairing,  altering,  or  converting 
any  vessel  operated  by  the  Navy  or  being  prepared 
for  naval  use. 

Sec.  2.  The  authority  herein  granted  shall  include 
the  authority  to  acquire  lands  at  such  locations  as 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  may  deem  best  suited  to 
the  purpose  of  the  authority  herein  contained,  erect 
or  extend  buildings,  acquire  the  necessary  machin¬ 
ery  and  equipment,  and  shall  be  in  addition  to  all 
authority  heretofore  granted  for  these  purposes. 

Sec.  3.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  from  time  to 
time,  but  not  less  frequently  than  every  sixty  days, 
shall  transmit  to  the  Congress  a  full  report  of  all 
acquisitions  of  land,  by  lease  or  otherwise,  effected 
under  the  authority  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  4.  Hereafter  any  ship,  boat,  barge,  or  float¬ 
ing  drydock  of  the  Navy  may  be  leased  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Act  approved  March  11,  1941  (55 
Stat.  31),  but  not  otherwise  disposed  of,  for  periods 
not  beyond  the  termination  of  the  present  wars, 
but  title  thereto  shall  remain  in  the  United  States. 

Approved  February  19,  1943. 


Total  increase _  $34,  969,  536 

Amount  of  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate.  3,  851,  176,  119 
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78th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


H.  R.  2068 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  16  (legislative  clay,  March  9),  1943 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Overton  submitted  the  following 

AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Air.  McKellar  to  the  bill  (II.  R. 
2068)  making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz : 

1  On  page  2,  line  21,  after  the  word  “elsewhere”  and 

2  before  the  period,  insert  the  following:  Provided,  That 

3  the  first  proviso  under  the  heading  of  ‘Miscellaneous  ex- 

4  penses’  in  title  I  of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  for  the 

5  fiscal  year  1943  (Public  Law  441,  approved  February  7, 

6  1942)  is  hereby  repealed”. 
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78th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


H.  R.  2068 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  16  (legislative  day,  March  9),  1943 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Overton  submitted  the  following 

AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  McKellar  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2068)  making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz: 

1  On  page  4,  line  13,  after  the  figures,  insert  the  follow- 

2  ing:  Provided,  That  so  much  of  the  Naval  Appropria- 

3  tion  Act,  1943  (Public  Law  411,  Seventy-seventh  Con- 

4  gress),  under  the  heading  ‘Pay,  subsistence,  and  transporta- 

5  tion  of  naval  personnel’  as  reads  ‘ Provided  further,  That  no 

6  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  pay  of 

7  any  midshipman  appointed  from  enlisted  men  of  the  Navy 

8  who  has  not  served  aboard  a  vessel  of  the  Navy  in  full 

9  commission  or  performed  equivalent  service  with  fleet  air- 
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1  craft  for  at  least  nine  months  prior  to  admission  to  the  Naval 

2  Academy’,  is  amended  to  reads  as  follows:  ‘ Provided  fur- 

3  ther,  That  during  the  present  emergency  qualified  enlisted 

4  men  of  the  Navy,  Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps  may 

5  be  appointed  to  the  Naval  Academy  after  such  periods  and 

6  under  such  conditions  of  service  as  may  he  prescribed  by  the 

7  Secretaiy  of  the  Navy’ 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 
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dated  with  the  late  Colonel  House,  whose 
final  biography  I  shall  publish  in  September. 
If  you  chance  upon  it,  you  will  find  it  a 
startling,  accurate  forecast  of  what  is  hap¬ 
pening.  It  should  be  of  service  to  the  Allied 
cause.  But  that  is  not  really  the  occasion 
of  this  letter. 

“It  occurs  to  me  that  the  Admiralty  will 
have  increasing  need  for  escort  vessels  as 
warfare  spreads.  Our  Navy  has  a  large  re¬ 
serve  of  wartime  destroyers,  somewhere  be¬ 
tween  100  and  150.  They  are  serviceable 
vessels  and  they  have  been  adequately  main¬ 
tained.  Forty  or  fifty  were  reconditioned  for 
use  in  the  neutrality  patrol  last  fall. 

“Am  I  taking  an  undue  liberty,  as  a  private 
citizen,  if  I  suggest  that  it  might  be  possible 
for  the  Admiralty  to  purchase  a  number  of 
these  vessels  for  convoy  service?  I  see  no 
difference  between  such  a  demonstration  of 
‘benevolent  neutrality’  by  the  administration 
and  the  waiving  of  warplane  contracts  in  the 
Allies’  favor.” 

The  envoy’s  reply  to  Arthur’s  suggestion  is 
significant.  He  admits  that  London  could 
use  a  few  sub  sinkers,  but  notes  that  the  sale 
or  swap  would  be  somewhat  illegal.  His  com¬ 
munication  is  dated  May  17,  1940  (Mr.  Hull 
did  not  publicize  the  proceedings  until  Sep¬ 
tember  3  of  that  year) . 

“My  Dear  Arthur  Howden  Smith:  Thank 
you  for  your  kind  letter  of  May  2.  I  well  re¬ 
member  our  previous  meetings.  I  would 
dearly  like,  if  I  have  the  leisure,  to  read  in 
September  your  biography  of  that  wise  man, 
Colonel  House. 


“As  to  your  suggestion  about  the  destroyers, 
it  is  an  interesting  one,  and  I  am  passing  it 
on  to  our  naval  people. 

“But  you  will  no  doubt  realize  that  inter¬ 
national  law  forbids  a  neutral  government  to 
sell  warships  to  a  belligerent.  American  air¬ 
planes — this  was  before  the  fall  of  France 
(editor’s  note) — are,  of  course,  being  sold  to 
the  French  and  British  Governments  by  pri¬ 
vate  and  not  by  governmental  firms. 

“Thank  you  for  your  suggestion,  and  with 
kindest  regards. 

“Lothian.” 


Before  his  late  lordship  died,  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act  was  passed.  So  he  got  his  de¬ 
stroyers,  his  planes,  food,  and  also  American 
buck  privates.  It  is  not  generally  known, 
but  there  are  almost  as  many  Yankee  fighters 
in  empire  territory  as  there  are  Britishers. 


Mr.  DANAHER.  Mr.  President,  I  com¬ 
municated  with  Mr.  Tucker  to  ascertain 
where  Mr.  Smith  was  at  the  present  time, 
and  discovered  that  he  is  right  here  in 
Washington,  as  a  member  of  the  public- 
relations  section  of  the  American  Red 
Cross.  I  went  down  to  see  him  and  asked 
whether  by  any  chance  he  still  had  the 
correspondence  to  which  M*'-  Tucker  had 
referred,  particularly  the  reply  which 
had  been  sent  by  Lord  Lothian.  He 
loaned  them  to  me.  to  the  end  that  I 
might  cause  them  to  be  photostated,  and 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  phostat  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  carbon  copy  of/a  letter  dated  May  2, 
1940,  from  Mr.  Arthur  D.  Howden  Smith 
to  Lord  Lothian,  and  a  photostat  of  the 
original  reply, /fated  May  17,  1940,  from 
Lord  Lothian  to  Mr.  Smith.  I  shall  read 
them  for  the  information  of  the  Senate, 
and  for  their  historical  interest.  The 
letter  from  Mr.  Smith  is  as  follows: 


j 


Hollywood,  Calif.,  May  2,  1940. 
His  Excq/lenpy  the  Right 

Honorable  the  Marquis  of  Lothian, 

Tile  British  Embassy,  Washington,  D.  C. 
My  Dear  Lord  Lothian  :  I  had  the  pleasure 
of  knowing  you  as  Philip  Kerr  many  years 
ago  when  I  was  associated  with  the  late  Colo¬ 
nel  House,  whose  final  biography  I  shall 
publish  in  September.  If  you  chance  upon 


it,  you  will  find  it  a  startlingly  accurate  fore¬ 
case  of  what  is  happening.  It  should  be  of 
service  to  the  Allied  cause.  But  that  is  not 
really  the  occasion  of  this  letter. 

It  has  occurred  to  me  that  the  Admiralty 
will  have  increasing  need  for  escort  vessels 
as  warfare  spreads.  Our  Navy  has  a  large 
reserve  of  wartime  destroyers,  somewhere  be¬ 
tween  100  and  150.  They  are  serviceable  ves¬ 
sels,  and  have  been  adequately  maintained. 
Forty  or  fifty  were  reconditioned  for  use  in 
the  neutrality  patrol  last  fall,  nm  I  taking 
an  undue  liberty,  as  a  private  citizen,  if  I 
suggest  that  it  might  be  possible  for  the  Ad¬ 
miralty  to  purchase  a  number  of  these  vessels 
for  convoy  service?  I  see  no  difference  be¬ 
tween  such  a  demonstration  of  “benevolent 
neutrality”  by  the  administration  and  the 
waiving  of  warplane  contracts  in  the  Allies’ 
favor. 

With  assurances  of  deep  respect  and  friend¬ 
ship,  I  am,  dear  Lord  Lothian, 

Sincerely  yours, 

Arthur  D.  Howden  Smith. 


Mr.  NYE.  What  is  the  date  of  that 
letter9 

Mr.  DANAHER.  The  date  of  that  let¬ 
ter  is  May  2,  1940.  The  reply  ia  'dated 
May  17,  1940,  and  reads: 

British  Embassy, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  Mag  17,  1940. 
My  Dear  Mr.  Howden  Smith - - 


Mr.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  yield. 

.  Mr.  WALSH.  Did  Mr.  Smith  have 
any  authority  or  any  connection  with 
the  Navy  at  that  time? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  So  far  as  I  know 
Mr.  Smith  had  no  connection  with  the 
United  States  Navy  then,  nor  since.  As 
he  himself  said,  he  was  writing  simply 
as  a  private  citizen  who  was  deeply  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  success  of  the  Allied  cause. 

Mr.  WALSH.  He  apparently  had  some 
knowledge  about  the  number  of  destroy¬ 
ers,  and  the  condition  of  our  Navy. 

Jffr.  DANAHER.  I  gather,  let  me  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  that 
he  had  substantially  accurate  informa¬ 
tion  not  only  as  to  the  number  of  de¬ 
stroyers  available,  but  of  the  fact  that 
40  or  50  had  been  reconditioned  for  use 
in  the  neutrality  patrol  the  previous  fall. 
In  any  event,  the  reply  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Howden  Smith:  Thank  you 
for  your  kind  letter  of  May  2.  I  well  remem¬ 
ber  our  previous  meetings.  I  would  dearly 
like,  if  I  have  the  leisure,  to  read  in  September 
your  biography  of  that  wise  man,  Colonel 
House. 

As  to  your  suggestion  about  the  destroyers, 
it  is  an  interesting  one  and  I  am  passing  it 
on  to  our  naval  people.  But  you  will  no 
doubt  realize  that  international  law  forbids 
a  neutral  government  to  sell  warships  to  a 
belligerent.  The  American  airplanes  are,  of 
course,  being  sold  to  the  French  and  British 
Governments  by  private  and  not  by  govern¬ 
mental  firms. 

Thanking  you  for  your  suggestion  and  with 
kindest  regards. 

Yours,  «• 

Lothian. 


That  was  addressed  to  Mr.  Arthur  D. 
Howden  Smith,  7523  Lexington  Avenue, 
Hollywood,  Calif. 

After  Mr.  Howden  Smith  had  permitted 
me  to  borrow  the  correspondence  thus 
recited,  and  I  had  the  photostats  made, 
Mr.  Smith  was  kind  enough  to  autograph 
my  photostat  for  me  with  this  memento : 

Having  long  been  acquainted  with  Lord 
Lothian  and  being  greatly. interested  in  the 


success  of  allied  arms.  I  wrote  to  the  British 
Ambassador  a  letter  dated  May  2,  19^0,  re¬ 
taining  a  carbon  copy.  From  theeTritish 
Embassy  came  Lord  Lothian’s  reply  under 
date  of  May  17,  1940,  the  origjifal  of  which 
I  still  possess.  Above  is  a  photostat  of  the 
original  carbon  copy  of  my  letter  and  the 
original  of  Lord  Lothian’s  reply,  now  pre¬ 
sented  to  Senator  John /A.  Danaher  with  my 
best  wishes. 

ArthPr  D.  Howden  Smith. 


Mr.  President,  I  thought  that  some  of 
my  colleagues,  and  particularly  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts,  in  the  light  of 
the  discussion  which  developed  this  af¬ 
ternoon,  would  be  interested  in  this  his- 
torial  recollection  thus  prompted  by  Mr. 
Smith’s  correspondence  with  Lord 
Lothian. 

Mr.  WALSH.  The  Senator  has  not 
completed  his  narrative,  has  he?  Did  the 
letter  from  the  British  Embassy  end  the 
negotiations  for  our  destroyers  while  we 
were  neutral? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  It  is  my  recollection 
that  the  files  of  the  New  York  Times  and 
other  newspapers  will  reveal  that  start¬ 
ing  within  a  week  or  10  days  thereafter, 
there  were  hints  of  the  impending  pos¬ 
sibility  of  the  United  States  making  such 
a  transfer  as  that  of  50  destroyers  to 
Great  Britain,  and  it  is  my  recollection 
that  during  the  summer  and  into  the 
early  fall  the  matter  was  bruited  about 
here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  else¬ 
where.  Ultimately  the  situation  culmi¬ 
nated  in  an  opinion  written  by  the  At¬ 
torney  General,  in  which,  as  I  recall,  the 
Attorney  General  directed,  or  at  least 
suggested  with  mighty  cogency,  that  Ad¬ 
miral  Stark  certify  that  the  50  destroyers 
might  be  termed  “over-age,”  and  there¬ 
fore  be  subject  to  disposal,  and  there¬ 
after  a  transfer  was  effectuated.  I  think 
that,  roughly,  is  a  sequential  summary 
of  events. 

Mr.  WALSH.  If  the  Senator  knows, 
what  was  the  date  when  the  destroyers 
were  turned  over? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  would  say  in  Sep¬ 
tember  of  1940,  approximately  the  25th 
or  the  26th,  but  I  am  speaking  from 
recollection. 


Mr.  WALSH.  How  long  was  it  after 
the  British  Ambassador  said  there  was 
no  authority  under  international  law  for 
making  such  a  transfer? 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  figure  that  to  be 
about  4  months. 

Mr.  WALSH.  I  should  like  to  state  as 
a  matter  of  record  that  I  personally  pro¬ 
tested  the  transfer  of  our  destroyers 
at  the  time.  It  seemed  to  me  at  the 
time  to  be  ^  real  breach  of  neutrality. 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  •  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  V 

Mr.  DANAHER.Vl  yield. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  The  conveyance  of  tha 
destroyers  was  mad<*^by  the  Executive, 
was  it  not,  based  on  an-opinion  delivered 
by  a  very  obliging  Attorney  General?  Is 
that  not  correct?  \  , 

Mr.  DANAHER.  I  have  no  knowledge 
on  that  point,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire.  I  know  that  there 
was  a  statute  on  the  books  in  1917,  and 
it  is  still  there,  which  forbade  the  trans¬ 
fer  by  the  United  States,  while  neutral, 
of  warships  to  any  belligerent  power. 
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Mi’.  WALSH.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  that 
action  be  taken  on  the  bill  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  of  the  committee  will  be 
stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  line  8, 
after  the  word  “passive,”  it  is  proposed 
to  strike  out  “defenses”  and  insert  “de¬ 
fense.”  \ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
amendment.  . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
bill  is  still  open  to  amendment.  If  there 
be  no  further  amendments,  the  question 
is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amendment 
and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  en¬ 
grossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  H.  R.  1692  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

SHORTAGE  OP  NEWSPRINT 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  in  com¬ 
mon  with  other  Members  of  the  Senate, 
I  have  been  interesting  myself  in  the 
question  of  the  shortage  of  newsprint, 
and  have  just  today  received  a  letter 
from  the  editor  of  the  Springfield  Daily 
News,  of  Springfield,  Mass.  The  letter 
reads  as  follows: 

Dear  Sir:  Concerning  your  recent  letter 
asking  for  suggestions  as  to  what  might  be 
done  to  improve  the  newsprint  situation,  I 
am  enclosing  a  small  part  of  one  day’s  batch 
of  Government  propaganda  that  comes  in  our 
mail.  None  of  it,  as  you  will  see,  is  worth 
anything  from  a  newspaper's  viewpoint.  It 
is  junk,  and  a  shameful  waste  of  paper. 

Very  truly  yours, 

The  Springfield  Daily  News, 
Russell  J.  Collins. 

Mr.  President,  Mr.  Collins  enclosed  in 
the  envelope  the  batch  of  publications 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  which  repre¬ 
sents  just  1  day’s  output  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  bureaus  of  things  which  the 
newspapers  do  not  use.  It  may  be  that 
much  of  this  material  seems  important 
to  those  who  write  it,  and  it  may  have  a 
great  deal  of  intrinsic  value  to  certain  in¬ 
dividuals,  but  the  fact  of  the  matter  is 
that  the  newspaper  editors  for  whom  it 
was  issued  have  not  been  able  to  find  any 
use  for  it. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  This  is,  in  part,  what 
I  entered  in  the  Record  earlier  in  the 
week  from  Oregon  editors.  In  other 
words,  from  coast  to  coast  and  from  Can¬ 
ada  to  Mexico  this  material  is  going  out 
by  the  millions  of  copies. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Exactly,  and  I  think  it  is 
high  time  that  expenditures  of  this  kind 
were  stopped. 

Here  is  a  two-page  release  about  frozen 
steel.  Here  is  a  two-page  release  about 
suburbanites  who  are  rushing  to  buy 
seeds.  Here  is  another  two-page  release, 
and  another  about  how  glycerine  is  re¬ 
covered  from  waste  fat  and  made  into 
war  material.  That  is  a  very  important 
subject  but  obviously  one  which  the  edi¬ 
tor  did  not  think  worth  publishing. 

Here  is  one  about  P.  D.  1-A  certificates. 
Here  is  another  about  using  fats  and 
greases  to  make  glycerine.  Apparently 


they  wanted  to  be  sure  that  one  arrived. 
Here  is  one  from  the  United  Nations  In* 
formation  Office,  which  includes  infor¬ 
mation  not  only  for  the  United  Nations 
but  also  for  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  very  lengthy,  and  ap¬ 
parently  none  of  this  was  used  at  all,  al¬ 
though  it  is  five  pages  in  length,  printed 
on  both  sides. 

Mr.  President,  I  mention  these  things 
merely  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
apparently  the  need  for  careful  expendi¬ 
ture  of  public  funds  has  not  yet  reached 
those  whom  it  should  reach,  and  I  desire 
to  express  the  hope  that  this  concrete 
illustration  of  Government  waste  will  re¬ 
sult  in  prompt  cooperative  action.  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  a  scold ;  I  know  that  those 
who  are  working  downtown  are  patriotic, 
well-meaning  people,  and  I  appeal  to 
their  common  sense  and  to  their  love  of: 
country  to  put  their  house  in  order. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Does  the  Senator  intend 
to  have  those  publications  inserted  in  the 
Record? 

Mr.  LODGE.  They  would  take  up  a 
great  deal  of  space  in  the  Record  which  I 
think  might  be  wasted. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Does  the  Senator  think 
that  if  they  are  of  interest  to  the  people 
of  the  country  they  would  not  be  of  in¬ 
terest  to  the  Members  of  Congress? 

Mr.  LODGE.  It  would  waste  much 
newsprint,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Indiana,  to  print  all  this  material  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  If  the  newspapers  of  the 
country  are  asked  to  publish  it,  should 
not  the  Government  set  an  example  by 
putting  it  into  the  Record?  I  agree  with 
the  Senator,  it  would  be  entirely  useless 
to  put  it  into  the  Record,  but  by  the  same 
token  I  think  it  is  unreasonable  to  expect 
the  newspapers  of  the  country  to  expend,  | 
out  of  any  of  their  now  greatly  depleted 
private  funds,  amounts  required  to  pub¬ 
lish  material  which  is  of  no  more  value 
to  their  readers  than  it  is  to  Members 
of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  matter  referred  to  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts,  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  an  article  from  the  Times-Herald  of 
this  morning,  in  which  it  is  stated: 

The  Office  of  War  Information  is  now  pre¬ 
paring  a  series  of  publications  to  “guide” 
the  thinking  of  the  people  of  this  country  on 
international  post-war  problems,  it  was  dis¬ 
closed  yesterday. 

Plans  for  the  next  two  publications  call  for 
an  initial  run  of  350,000  copies  apiece.  Pro¬ 
posal  for  a  Free  World  will  be  released  March 
28,  and  The  Peace  by  Which  We  Fight  shortly 
thereafter,  the  Office  of  War  Information 
official  said. 

If  that  is  anything,  it  is  domestic 
propaganda,  to  cover  particular  point 
of  view  which  the  Got^rnment  is  at¬ 
tempting  to  spread  among^ihe  people.  It 
seems  to  me  that  in  the  first  place  it  is 
far  removed  from  any  policy  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  be  following,  and,  in  the 
second  place,  printing  these  things  is  a 
serious  waste  of  paper  and  manpower,  be¬ 
cause  I  very  much  doubt  whether,  these 
documents  which  are  sent  out,  without 


any  demand,  without  any.  request,  will 
really  be  of  use,  ori>e  read  in  the  manner 
in  which  the  people  read  their  own  news- 
:rs.  - - - - - —  ~~~ - m-  ■ 

SUPPLEMENTAL  NAVAL  APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  consider 
House  bill  2068,  making  additional  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  Navy  Department 
and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2068)  making  additional  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Navy  Department  and 
the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30, 1943,  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  had  been  reported  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations,  with  amend¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  take  time  to  make  a  brief 
explanation  of  the  appropriation  bill. 
The  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate  is  in 
the  sum  of  $3,851,176,119.  As  it  passed 
the  House  the  bill  carried  $3,816,206,583. 
So  the  amount  added  by  the  Senate  is 
only  $34,969,536. 

The  supplemental  appropriations  con¬ 
tained  in  this  bill,  plus  $449,740,400  of 
contract  authority,  are  additional  to  the 
appropriations  and  contract  authority 
already  granted  this  year  in  the  amount 
Oi  $21,273,000,000,  in  round  figures,  mak¬ 
ing  the  new  total  authorized  cash  and 
contract  authority  $25,573,000,000.  Last 
year  the  comparable  figure  was  $24,089,- 
000,000.  Therefore  what  we  are  appro¬ 
priating  this  year  corresponds  approxi¬ 
mately  with  the  amount  the  Congress 
appropriated  last  year. 

The  supplemental  appropriation  bill  is 
due  to  expansions  in  personnel  and  train¬ 
ing,  advance  procurement  of  personnel, 
the  demand  for  equipment  and  materials 
due  to  the  operations  of  the  war,  and 
expansion  of  the  Navy  and  increases  in 
maintenance  and  operation. 

One  of  the  main  reasons  for  the  in¬ 
crease,  of  course,  is  the  increase  in  the 
enlisted  strength  and  number  of  officers 
in  the  Navy.  The  increase  in  enlisted 
strength  is  450,000  and  the  increase  in 
number  of  officers  is  27,321  over  the  num¬ 
ber  heretofore  appropriated  for. 

The  appropriation  under  “Naval  Re¬ 
serves”  of  $48,000,000  is  primarily  for 
training  expenses  in  connection  with 
aviation  cadets,  and  with  the  WAVES, 
and  with  the  college  training  program, 
for  midshipmen  training,  and  advanced 
course  of  aviation  training,  such  as  pre- 
flight,  primary,  and  intermediate. 

The  funds  under  the  maintenance  ap¬ 
propriation  of  the  Bureau  of  Ships, 
which  are  $737,000,000,  are  for  mainte¬ 
nance  requirements,  and  in  part  for  in- 
crased  cost  of  some  items,  for  purchase 
of  material,  for  the  repairs  of  ships,  im¬ 
provement  of  the  fighting  efficiency  of 
vessels  of  the  fleet,  and  additional  com¬ 
missionings  of  vessels. 

In  the  case  of  ordnance  and  ordnance 
stores,  about  one-third  of  the  estimate  is 
for  ammunition  and  equipment  for  the 
Marine  Corps.  The  bulk  of  the  re¬ 
mainder  is  for  antiaircraft  artillery  and 
machine  guns,  fire  control,  and  radar 
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equipment,  spare  breech  and  barrel 
mechanism,  nets,  mines,  depth  charges, 
torpedoes,  and  similar  items  which  are 
required  to  carry  on  the  war. 

The  sums  under  “Public  Works”  and 
“Repair  Facilities”  are  to  liquidate  exist¬ 
ing  contract  authority.  Contract  au¬ 
thority  has  been  included  in  the  case  of 
Public  Works  in  the  amount  of  $239,- 
740,000  for  temporary  construction  in 
sight  before  the  close  of  the  year,  which 
was  authorized  in  the  bill  which  has  just 
been  passed  by  the  Senate,  and  which 
has  already  passed  the  House. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  observe  this  is  a  de¬ 
ficiency  appropriation  bill  for  the  Navy 
Department.  When  does  the  annual  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  come  before  the  Con¬ 
gress? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  That  will  come  later 
on  in  the  year. 

-Mr.  McNARY.  When  was  the  last  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  passed  for  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  think  it  was  in  Oc¬ 
tober  of  last  year. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  was  a  deficiency 
bill? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  That  was  the  second 
supplemental  national  defense  bill. 

Mr.  McNARY.  But  it  was  one  which 
followed  the  annual  appropriation  bill 
which,  as  I  recall,  came  before  the  Con¬ 
gress  some  time  last  summer? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  There  was  one  Navy 
Department  appropriation  bill  for  the 
fiscal  year  1943,  passed  in  February  1942, 
and  one  passed  in  October,  to  which  I 
have  just  made  reference. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  understand  that.  I 
want  to  know  how  many  appropriation 
bills  we  have  had  in  the  Senate  from  the 
time  the  annual  appropriation  bill  came 
before  the  House  and  the  Senate  last 
summer? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
can  answer  that  question.  We  had  the 
regular  appropriation  bill.  Then  we  had 
the  second  national  defense  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  That  is  all  with  the  exception 
of  a  few  items  in  some  other  deficiency 
bill. 

Mr.  McNARY.  What  is  the  amount 
of  funds  now  unobligated  and  unex¬ 
pended  which  have  heretofore  been 
passed  by  the  House? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  amount  of  funds 
unobligated  and  unexpended  on  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1942,  are  between  $15,000,000,000 
and  $16,000,000,000.  By  the  end  of  this 
fiscal  year  according  to  the  testimony 
given  before  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  we  will  have  a  billion  and  a  half  un¬ 
obligated  and  a  cash  carry-over  of  $14,- 
300,000,000.  My  recollection  is  $15,800,- 
000,000  in  round  figures,  of  which  $1,500,- 
000,000  will  be  unobligated  and  the  re¬ 
mainder  will  be  cash  on  hand  and  unex¬ 
pended. 

Mr.  McNARY.  -Then  the  Senator  an¬ 
swers  that  there  is  about  $16,000,000,000 
now  unobligated,  which  has  heretofore 
been  appropriated  by  the  Congress  for 
the  use  of  the  Navy  Department? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Is  that  enough  of  a 
backlog,  or  does  the  Senator  desire  to 


add  the  amount  provided  in  the  bill  now 
before  the  Senate? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  It  is  necessary  to 
carry  a  very  large  unexpended  balance 
in  the  Navy  Department  for  two  reasons. 
Perhaps  both  reasons  are  in  reality  one. 
The  Congress  has  in  the  last  2  or  3  years 
adopted  the  policy  of  withholding  con¬ 
tract  authorizations  from  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment  and  prefers  to  make  the  ap¬ 
propriations  in  cash.  It  is  necessary  to 
make  appropriations  in  the  absence  of 
contract  authority  far  in  advance  in  or¬ 
der  to  provide  for  certain  materiel  and 
activities  of  the  Navy. 

For  example,  take  battleships,  which 
require  3  or  4  years  to  construct.  Ap¬ 
propriations  are  made  and  contracts  are 
let.  We  must  do  one  of  two  things.  We 
must  authorize  contracts  or  appropri¬ 
ate  the  money.  Otherwise  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment  could  not  enter  into  the  con¬ 
tracts.  I  could  perhaps  add  to  the  illus¬ 
trations. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  think  the  illustration 
which  the  Senator  gives  of  the  battle¬ 
ship  is  very  inappropriate.  It  is  very 
unimpressive  to  me.  Why  is  any  sum 
needed  in  addition  to  the  $16,000,000,000 
unexpended  and  unobligated  balances 
allowed  to  pile  up  for  the  Navy?  In  so 
doing  does  not  Congress  lose  all  oppor¬ 
tunity  carefully  to  watch  the  expendi¬ 
tures  of  funds  and  keep  intimately  in 
touch  with  the  activities  of  the  various 
departments?  When  we  appropriate 
from  time  to  time  vast  sums  of  money 
and  turn  them  over  to  be  expended,  do 
we  not  lose  control  of  them  and  give  to 
some  organization  the  authority  to  use 
its  discretion  in  the  expenditure  of  those 
funds?  Has  it  ever  been  the  practice  of 
Congress,  in  times  of  peace  or  times  such 
as  the  present,  to  give  vast  sums  to  de¬ 
partments  to  spend  in  the  future  as  they 
please?  Do  they  not  usually  come  to 
Congress  with  a  budget  estimate,  and 
spend  the  money  as  it  is  needed? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  appropriations 
are  made  on  break-downs  submitted  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations,  not 
only  in  the  case  of  the  Navy  Department 
appropriations  but  in  the  case  of  appro¬ 
priations  for  all  other  departments.  At 
this  particular  time  it  is  unnecessary  for 
me  to  remind  the  able  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  that  we  are  in  the  midst  of  a  great 
war,  and  our  expenditures  must  be  vastly 
increased  for  our  Navy,  as  well  as  our 
Army. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  understand. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment  must  feel  that  it  can  enter  into 
various  contracts  for  the  construction  of 
ships  and  for  ordnance.  It  must  have 
inventories  on  hand  in  order  to  be  able 
to  equip  the  fighting  men  of  the  Navy  at 
all  times  and  have  an  abundance.  Other¬ 
wise  the  time  may  come  when  it  has  a 
scarce  supply  of  certain  material  on  hand 
and  cannot  obtain  the  output  quickly 
enough  from  the  manufacturers.  Then 
what  is  the  Navy  to  do?  Shall  it  wait 
and  go  before  Congress  with  a  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  bill  appropriating 
the  money,  then  enter  into  the  contracts, 
and  build  up  the  stores  which  it  ought  to 
have  in  order  to  conduct  this  war?  That 
is  the  reason  why  we  make  appropria¬ 
tions  of  large  sums.  We  do  so  on  esti¬ 


mates  which  have  been  submitted  to  the 
committee. 

Mr.  McNARY.  If  the  Senator  is  satis¬ 
fied  with  the  explanation,  I  am  not. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  regret  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  not  satisfied. 

Mr.  McNARY.  It  seems  very  strange 
to  me,  in  view  of  unobligated  and  unex¬ 
pended-balances  of  previous  oppropria- 
tions  in  the  sum  of  $16,000,000,000,  that 
we  should  now  be  faced  with  a  bill  pro¬ 
viding  for  another  appropriation  called 
an  emergency  appropriation.  What  are 
we  to  do  with  the  $16,000,000,000  in  the 
next  90  days? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  We  will  not  spend  it 
all,  of  course. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Of  course  not. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Indeed  we  will  not. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Why  keep  adding  to 
this  great  accretion  of  funds  which  the 
taxpayers  some  day  will  have  to  pay? 
They  are  now  sighing  from  the  burden 
which  is  placed  upon  them  and  which 
they  are  facing  this  very  moment.  I  do 
not  understand  the  philosophy. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  Senator  will  re¬ 
call  that  when  we  had  the  last  bill  before 
us,  which  was  the  regular  and  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation,  the  unexpended 
and  unobligated  balance  amounted  to 
more  than  $21,000,000,000.  I  then  made 
the  same  explanation  to  the  Senate  in 
response  to  the  inquiry  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Yes.  It  was  just  as 
unimpressive  that  day  as  it  is  today.  I 
shall  not  quarrel  with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  If  the  Senator  could 
advise  members  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee  how  they  can  act  otherwise, 
I  think  they  would  be  very  glad  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  advice.  As  a  member  of  the 
committee  I  do  not  know  how  to  handle 
these  bills  otherwise,  when  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  Navy  come  before  us  and 
state  that  they  need  these  sums.  Their 
requests  are  supported  by  Budget  esti¬ 
mates,  and  they  state  that  they  must  use 
the  funds  to  construct  things  which  will 
require  many  months,  or  perhaps  years, 
to  construct.  They  tell  us  that  they  need 
to  have  on  hand  tremendous  supplies  of 
clothing,  munitions,  and  countless  other 
things  in  order  that  they  may  success¬ 
fully  conduct  their  end  of  this  war.  I  do 
not  know  how  we  can  say,  “We  are  go¬ 
ing  to  cut  down  the  total  cash  appropri¬ 
ation  in  the  bill  from  so  much  to  so 
much  less.  Before  we  make  any  cash 
appropriations  you  must  show  that  you 
have  cut  down  your  unexpended  balance 
from  $15,000,000,000  to  $5,000,000,000, 
$3,000,000,000,  or  $1,000,000,000.” 

Mr.  McNARY.  Under  the  philosophy 
cf  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  he  abdi¬ 
cates  his  position  as  a  member  of  the 
committee  and  falls  in  line  with  every 
suggestion  made  by  a  representative  of  a 
department.  I  do  not  profess  to  lecture 
the  able  Senator,  but  I  assume  that  a 
member  of  a  committee  should  exercise 
his  own  judgment  with  respect  to  the 
appropriations  which  should  be  made, 
and  not  merely  say,  “We  will  give  you 
anything  you  ask  for.”  I  think  that  is 
a  just  criticism,  not  of  the  able  Senator, 
but  of  some  of  the  appropriation  bills 
which  have  come  before  the  Senate.  I 
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think  we  ought  to  use  our  judgment.  If 
I  were  a  member  of  the  committee  I 
think  that  if  a  man  came  before  me  rep¬ 
resenting  the  Navy  Department  and  said 
that  the  Department  had  $16,000,000,000 
of  the  taxpayers’  money  unobligated  and 
unexpended,  I  would  say  to  him,  “I  think 
you  had  better  wait  until  you  reduce  that 
amount  to  some  reasonable  sum.  Then 
come  back  when  you  need  the  money  and 
we  will  give  you  the  money  if  you  can 
make  out  a  good  case.” 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  misunderstood  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  in  what  he  said. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Possibly  my  under¬ 
standing  is  not  so  good  as  that  of  the  able 
Senator  from  Arizona.  If  so,  I  should 
like  to  be  corrected. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  The  Senator  said  that 
as  of  July  1  a  billion  and  a  half  dollars 
would  be  unobligated,  not  $16,000,000,000. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  taking  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  statement.  I  assume  that  he  knows 
what  is  in  the  bill  or  he  would  not  be  here 
supporting  it. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  heard  the  statement, 
and  it  is  based  on  the  record.  I  should 
like  to  read  the  record.  I  read  from 
page  36  of  the  hearings.  Admiral  Allen 
started  out  by  stating  that  there  had 
already  been  appropriated  $64,000,000,- 
000  for  the  Navy  when  we  got  into  this 
trouble.  As  against  that,  as  of  the  1st 
of  January,  there  was  obligated  a  total 
of  $48,000,000,  of  which  $18,000,000  was 
paid  for  in  cash  and  $29,000,000  remained 
unliquidated,  leaving  an  uncommitted 
balance  on  January  1  of  $12,282,316,000. 
Then  he  said: 

Against  which  we  can  make  contracts  the 
last  6  months  of  this  calendar  year,  and  we 
estimate  we  will  contract  for  all  of  this  by 
June  30,  with  the  exception  of  $1,550,524,205. 

So  we  are  faced  with  carrying  on  with 
an  unobligated  balance  as  of  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  fiscal  year  of  only  a  billion 
and  a  half  instead  of  $16,000,000,000  as 
the  Senator  first  understood. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  However,  there  was 
unobligated  and  unexpended  a  total  of 
$16,000,000,000. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  Which  will  be  con¬ 
tracted  for  between  now  and  the  end  of 
the  year.  Contracts  cannot  be  made  un¬ 
less  there  is  a  prior  appropriation  by 
Congress. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Of  course,  I  am  in  the 
very  embarrassing  and  awkward  position 
of  finding  that  two  distinguished  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  are  unable  to 
agree  on  the  ratio  16  to  1.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  beg  the  Senator’s 
pardon. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  assuming  that 
the  able  Senator,  whom  I  know  to  be 
able — I  have  served  with  him  a  great 
many  years — says  that  $16,000,000,000 — 
he  says  it  three  times — is  unobligated 
and  uncommitted. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Unexpended. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Very  well,  unexpended. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  And  between  now  and 
the  end  of  the  year  the  contracts  are  to 
be  let. 


Mr.  McNARY.  I  ask  the  pardon  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona,  who  always  enters 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  with 
a  key  and  with  a  smile.  [Laughter.] 
Every  one — there  is  no  use  in  being  per¬ 
sonal  in  the  matter — wants  to  have  ap¬ 
propriated  enough  money  to  enable  the 
Nation  to  carry  on;  but  there  seems  to  be 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  some  members  of 
the  committee  to  report  favorably  as  to 
every  sum  which  is  asked  for  by  everyone 
who  comes  before  the  committee.  I 
think  that  one  of  the  most  appalling 
things  to  the  people  of  the  country  is  the 
burden  that  is  being  placed  on  their 
backs;  and  for  one — and  I  have  said  this 
a  great  many  times  when  appropriation 
bills  have  ueen  before  the  Senate — I 
think  we  should  shave  the  appropriations 
carefully  and  should  use  our  own  inde¬ 
pendent  judgment,  as  men  of  character, 
judgment,  and  position,  as  to  the  amount 
of  money  that  should  be  expended. 

Mr.  President,  when  $16,000,000,000  is 
mentioned,  I  remember  that  I  was  told 
when  I  was  somewhat  younger  than  I  am 
now  that  the  human  mind  cannot  appre¬ 
ciate  .  hat  a  billion  dollars  is.  Now  we 
are  told  that  the  Treasury  says  that 
$16,000,000,000  is  lying  in  its  vaults,  for 
the  use  of  the  Navy  Department.  Then 
I  ask,  Why  bring  in  the  bill  and  call  it  a 
deficiency  bill?  That  is  my  position. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
interrupt  the  Senator.  I  have  looked  at 
the  record - 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  assumed  that  the 
Senator  was  familiar  with  the  record. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  find  that  on  page  7 
of  the  House  hearings  a  break-down  is 
given.  I  think  that  the  figures  which 
I  shall  now  present  to  the  Senate  are 
in  line  with  what  I  stated  from  recollec¬ 
tion  a  few  minutes  ago.  The  figures  are 
under  the  caption,  “Summary  of  appro¬ 
priations,  authorizations,  obligations, 
commitments,  and  expenditures  for  war, 
for  appropriations  and  authorizations  to 
December  31,  1942 — July  1,  1940,  through 
December  31,  1942,  actual,  with  certain 
estimates  through  June  30,  1943.”  The 
figures  show  that  the  estimated  unobli¬ 
gated  balance  as  of  July  1,  1943,  will  be 
$1,550,600,000.  The  estimated  unex¬ 
pended  balances  of  appropriations  and 
corporation  commitments  as  of  July  1, 
1943,  will  be  $14,331,900,000. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  originally  made  his  statement 
from  data  from  which  he  had  fixed  in  his 
mind.  He  read  the  report  of  the  Senate 
committee,  and  now  he  has  read  from 
the  House  committee. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  am  not  reading 
from  the  House  committee ;  I  am  reading 
from  the  House  committee  hearings. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Yes.  What  is  the 
amount? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  say  that  from  $15,- 
000,000,000  to  $16,000,000,000  will  be  un¬ 
pended  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  1943. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  made  such  a  state¬ 
ment  a  moment  ago,  and  I  found  dis¬ 
agreement  v/ith  the  able  Senator  from 
Arizona,  who  is  a  good  fiscal  Senator,  and 
who  looks  with  very  great  kindliness  upon 
appropriation  bills. 

The  Senator’s  statement  is  that  $15,- 
800,000,000  will  be  unexpended  and  un¬ 


obligated,  but  still  the  Senator  wants  the 
bill  passed;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  The  committee  au¬ 
thorized  me  to  report  it. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Yes. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Of  course,  any  Sena¬ 
tor  who  wishes  to  oppose  it  may  oppose 
it.  I  undertook  to  make  an  explanation 
in  answer  to  the  questions  which  had 
been  propounded. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  appreciate  the  very 
great  kindness  on  the  part  of  the  Senator. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  When  it  comes  to  fig¬ 
ures,  I  may  not  always  be  absolutely  ac¬ 
curate. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  have  given  my  state¬ 
ment  from  the  point  of  view  of  one  who 
wants  to  keep  at  as  low  a  level  as  possible 
the  amount  of  money  which  the  taxpay¬ 
ers  will  be  obligated  to  pay,  consistent 
with  the  successful  and  vigorous  prosecu¬ 
tion  of  the  war,  and  with  the  huge  sum 
now  available,  which  is  almost  beyond 
the  conception  of  mortal  mind,  I  do  not 
see  why  Senators  want  to  add  to  it  money 
carried  by  the  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  That  is  the  report  of 
the  committee,  and  its  recommendation. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  On  page  6  of  the  bill,  un¬ 
der  the  title  “Coast  Guard,”  in  line  19, 
appears  the  following  item: 

Pay  and  allowances,  Coast  Guard,  $10,- 
600,000. 

We  are  told  that  a  part  of  that  sum  is 
to  be  spent  for  quarters  for  officers,  and  a 
part  is  to  be  spent  for  pay.  I  wonder 
why,  under  the  heading  “Pay  and  allow¬ 
ances,”  we  could  not  have  the  amount 
for  pay  stated  separately  from  the 
amount  for  allowances — the  two  amounts 
which  make  up  the  total  of  $10,600,000? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  We  had  no  testimony 
before  the  Senate  committee  in  respect 
to  that  particular  item. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Does  not  the  Senator 
think  it  would  be  wise — I  simply  make 
the  suggestion — for  the  committee  itself 
to  ask  for  particulars,  and  to  divide  those 
two  accounts? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  suppose  that  could 
be  done.  What  particular  reason  does 
the  Senator  assign  for  doing  that? 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Then  we  would  know 
how  much  would  be  appropriated  for  pay 
and  how  much  for  allowances.  As  it  is 
now,  they  are  lumped  together  in  an  ap¬ 
propriation  of  $10,600,000. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  suppose  that  infor¬ 
mation  would  be  given  in  the  break¬ 
down. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  I  think  the  pay  and  al¬ 
lowances  could  be  separated. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  allowances  are 
fixed  under  the  law;  are  they  not? 

Mr.  DAVIS.  Yes;  but  we  ought  to 
know  what  they  are. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not  know  what 
advantage  that  would  be. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  I  thought  that  pos¬ 
sibly  there  was  a  break-down  as  to  that; 
but  I  find  there  is  no  break-down  as  to 
how  much  is  for  pay  and  how  much  for 
allowances. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Question. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  But  the  allowances 
are  fixed  by  law. 
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Mr.  DAVIS.  I  understand  that;  but 
we  should  be  told  what  the  allowances 
are,  as  well  as  what  the  pay  is.  The  pay, 
too,  is  fixed  by  law. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  consider  the 
amendments  of  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  proceed  to  state  the  amendments  of 
the  committee. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  was,  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Naval  Establishment — Office  of  the 
Secretary,  miscellaneous  expenses,”  on 
page  2,  line  12,  after  the  figures  “$6,723, 
117”,  to  strike  out  the  colon  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “Provided,  That  no  appropria¬ 
tion  for  the  Navy  Department  or  naval 
service  available  during  the  fiscal  year 
1943  (except  funds  transferred  or  made 
available  to  other  executive  agencies  for 
use  for  naval  purposes)  shall  be  used 
after  March  31,  1943,  for  the  employment 
of  persons  for  the  performance  of  service 
in  other  than  the  Navy  Department  or 
elsewhere  than  undfer  the  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment,  except  employees  who  had  been 
employed  by  and  performing  service  un¬ 
der  the  Navy  Department  for  3  months 
or  more  immediately  prior  to  their  de¬ 
tail  for  service  elsewhere.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel,”  on 
page  3,  line  20,  to  increase  the  appropri¬ 
ation  for  Naval  Reserve  from  $40,800,000 
to  $48,000,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  4, 
at  the  end  of  line  2,  to  increase  the  ap¬ 
propriation  for  maintenance.  Bureau  of 
Ships,  from  $737,230,464  to  $765,000,000. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,” 
on  page  4,  line  23,  after  the  word  “includ¬ 
ing”,  to  insert  “not  to  exceed  $5,000  for 
the.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  under  the 
heading  “Increase  and  replacement  of 
naval  vessels — Repair  facilities.  Navy”, 
on  page  6,  line  2,  after  the  figures  $10,- 
000,000”,  to  insert  a  comma  and  “toward 
contract  authorization  heretofore  grant¬ 
ed,  to  remain  available  until  expended, 
and  in  addition  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  repair  facilities  in  the 
amount  of  not  to  exceed  $210,000,000,  as 
authorized  by  the  act  of  February  19, 
1943,  Public  Law  1.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed 'to. 

The  next  amendment  was,  on  page  6, 
after  line  7,  to  strike  out: 

CONSTRUCTION  OP  FLOATING  DRYDOCKS,  NAVY 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
enter  into  contracts  in  the  amount  of  not  to 
exceed  $210,000,000  for  the  construction  of 
mobile  floating  drydocks  and  collateral  facili¬ 
ties  and  incidental  work,  as  authorized  by  the 
act  approved  February  19,  1943  (Public 

Law  1) . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That 
completes  the  amendments  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  two  amendments  which  I 


have  been  authorized  by  the  committee 
to  offer. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The- 
clerk  will  state  the  first  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  on 
behalf  of  the  committee. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  line 
21,  after  the  word  “elsewhere”  and  be¬ 
fore  the  period  it  is  proposed  to  insert 
the  following: 

Provided,  That  the  first  proviso  under  the 
heading  of  “Miscellaneous  expenses”  in  title 
I  of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal 
year  1943  (Public  Law  441,  approved  February 
7,  1942)  is  hereby  repealed. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment.  If  there 
be  no  further  amendments,  the  question 
is  on  the  engrossment  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  and  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2068)  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 


Mr.  McNARY.  What  is  the  reason  for 
that  amendment? 

Mr.  OVERTON.  There  is  a  limitation 
of  $5,000  on  the  amount  the  Navy  can 
spend  in  the  employment  of  any  civilian 
personnel.  The  Navy  Department  is  the 
only  department  or  agency  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  which  works  under  such  a  limi¬ 
tation,  and  it  finds  it  difficult  to  operate 
under  it.  It  has  to  employ  personnel 
whose  services  are  at  times  worth  much 
more  than  $5,000.  The  War  Department 
does  not  have  the  limitation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER,  The 
clerk  will  state  the  second  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana 
on  behalf  of  the  committee. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  4,  line  14, 
after  the  figures  “$494,968,000”,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  insert  the  following: 

Provided,  That  so  much  of  the  Naval  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1943  (Public  Law  411,  77th 
Cong.),  under  the  heading  "Pay,  subsistence, 
and  transportation  of  naval  personnel”  as 
reads  “ Provided  further.  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  pay  of 
any  midshipman  appointed  from  enlisted  men 
of  the  Navy  who  has  not  served  aboard  a  ves¬ 
sel  of  the  Navy  in  full  commission  or  per¬ 
formed  equivalent  service  with  fleet  aircraft 
for  at  least  9  months  prior  to  admission  to  the 
Naval  Academy,”  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “ Provided  further.  That  during  the 
present  emergency  qualified  enlisted  men  of 
the  Navy,  Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps 
may  be  appointed  to  the  Naval  Academy  after 
such  periods  and  under  such  conditions  of 
service  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy.” 

-  Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  under 
existing  law  enlisted  men  of  the  Navy 
must  serve  9  months  on  a  full  commis¬ 
sioned  ship  before  they  can  make  appli¬ 
cation  for  appointment  to  the  Naval 
Academy  under  designation  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  or  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  is  no  require¬ 
ment  that  Naval  Reserves  shall  serve  on 
board  any  ship  or  for  any  length  of  time, 
although  the  regulations  provide,  I  think, 
that  they  should  be  in  service  for  9 
months-before  they  are  appointed. 

There  are  many  seamen  who  are  at  sea 
and  doing  sea  duty  who  are  not  on  full 
commissioned  ships,  and  there  are  a 
number  of  them  who  are  also  doing 
shore  duty.  The  purpose  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  put  the  Naval  Reserves  and 
the  regularly  enlisted  seamen  on  the 
same  basis  for  selection  as  appointees  to 
the  Naval  Academy  by  the  President  or 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


Mr.  OVERTON.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  insist  upon  its  amendments,  request 
a  conference  with  the  House  thereon, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Presiding  Officer  appointed  Mr.  McKel- 
lar,  Mr.  Glass,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Tydings, 
Mr.  Overton,  Mr.  Nye,  and  Mr.  Lodge 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE— ENROLLED 
BILLS  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Taylor,  its  enrolling 
clerk,  announced  that  the  Speaker  had 
affixed  his  signature  to  the  following  en¬ 
rolled  bills,  and  they  were  signed  by  the 
Acting;  President  pro  tempore : 

S.  303i  An  act  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of 
naval  courts  martial  in  time  of  war  or  na¬ 
tional  emergency  to  certain  persons  outside 
the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States; 

H.  R.  1975.  An  act  making  appropriations 
to  supply  deficiencies:  in  certain  appropria- . 
tions  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943 { 
and  for  prior\fiscal  years,  to  provide  supple¬ 
mental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  yJkr 
ending  June  30,^943,  and  for  other  purposes; 

H.  R.  2023.  An  act  to  amend  section/  301, 
World  War  Veterans’  Act,  1924,  as  amended, 
to  authorize  renewal  of  expiring  5-ye^ir  level 
premium  term  policies  of  those 
military  or  naval  service  and  certq 
outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other '-purposes;  atad 

H.  R.  2030.  An  act  to /permit  Jme  shipment 
tax-free  of  certain  toba\co  products  to  Ter¬ 
ritories  of  the  United  S4ates/$or  the  use  of 
members  of  the  military  In <jt  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  move  t\at  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business.  .  \ 

The  motion  was  agreed  t&‘  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  BAILEY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Commerce,  reported  favorably  the’uiomi- 
nation  of  Rear  Admiral  Emory  S.Yand, 
United  States  Navy,  retired,  to  be  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  United  States  Maritime  C(yn- 
missioru  for  the  term  of  6  years  frVn 
April  J6,  1943  (reappointment). 

The’ PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  ther* 
be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the. 
cler£  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
calendar. 

WAR  MANPOWER  COMMISSION 

’  The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
Sundry  nominations  in  the  War  Man¬ 
power  Commission. 
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'''-Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  ask  that  the  nomina- 
tion&In  the  War  Manpower  Commission 
be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  are  confirmed 
en  bloc.  \ 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of  postmasters. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  ask  that  the  nomina¬ 
tions  of  postmasters  be  confirmed  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  postmaster  nominations 
are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

THE  ARMY 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  ask  that  the  nomi¬ 
nations  in  the  Army  be  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Army  nominations  are  con¬ 
firmed  en  bloc. 

That  completes  the  calendar. 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  I  ask  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  be  immediately  notified  of  the  nomi¬ 
nations  this  day  confirmed. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  notified 
forthwith. 

RECESS  TO  FRIDAY 

Mr.  HAYDEN.  As  in  legislative  ses¬ 
sion,  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  recess 
until  12  o’clock  meridian  Friday  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4 
o’clock  and  51  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  Friday,  March  19,  1943, 
at  12  o’clock  meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  17  (legislative  day  of 
March  9),  1943: 

War  Manpower  Commission 

^Appointments 

Dr.  Frank  H.  Sparks  to  be  Director,  Bureau 
of  Manpower  Utilization,  at  $8,000  per  an¬ 
num,  Washington  office. 

Lawrence  B.  Fenneman,  to  be  area  director, 
at  $6, 500  per  annum,  Maryland  area  office. 

Fa/rell  Daniel  Coyle,  to  be  area  director, 
at^$6,500  per  annum.  Providence  area  office. 


Frederick  R.  Whitney,  to  be  head  man¬ 
power  utilization  consultant,  at  $6,500  per 
annum,  Boston  regional  office. 

Frank  M.  Bristow,  to  be  field  supervisor,  at 
$5,600  per  annum,  Kansas  City  regional  office. 

Ramy  B.  Deschner,  to  be  area  director,  at 
$5,600  per  annum.  District  of  Columbia  area 
office. 

William  J.  Fitzgerald,  to  be  area  director, 
at  $4,600  per  annum,  New  London  are'  office. 

Elmer  K.  Delp,  to  be  senior  training  spe¬ 
cialist,  at  $4,600  per  annum,  New  York  re¬ 
gional  office. 

In  the  Army 

appointments  in  the  regular  army 
To  be  chaplains,  with  rank  of  first  lieutenant, 
to  rank  from  date  of  appointment 
Charles  Edwin  Brown,  Jr. 

John  Porter  Fellows 
James  Clarke  Griffin 
John  Henry  Hingson 
John  Michael  Hughes 
Richard  William  Jungfer,  Jr. 

Alfred  Charles  Longley 
Arthur  Carl  Piepkorn 
Harold  Owen  Prudell 

To  be  first  lieutenant,  Medical  Corps,  with 
rank  from  date  of  appointment 
Charles  Herman  Ransom 
Postmasters 
ALABAMA 

Joseph  G.  Hardin,  Hillsboro. 

CALIFORNIA 

Janet  R.  Carroll,  Pebble  Beach. 

Albert  C.  Rist,  Bradley. 

ILLINOIS 

Webster  Hanna,  Noble. 

COLORADO 

Ethel  A.  Pfost,  Arapahoe. 

Flora  G.  Hier,  Castle  Rock. 

Loudene  Humeston,  Collbran. 

Velma  M.  McNair,  Kirk. 

Marie  E.  Greenwood.  Stratton. 

George  S.  Niebuhr,  Walsenburg. 

CONNECTICUT 

Albert  F.  Ricci,  Stafford  Springs. 

IOWA 

Hans  E.  Eiel,  Buffalo  Center. 

Mary  E.  Coons,  Carson. 

Orange  J.  DeVault,  Earlham. 

Albert  B.  Mahnke,  Greene. 

Martha  E.  Radford,  Hancock. 

Rita  A.  Thomas,  Keswick. 

Michael  R.  Griebel,  Lone  Tree. 

Rollin  J.  Gilchrist,  Marengo. 
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Gertrude  C.  Ward,  Melrose. 

Pearle  M.  Nelson,  Modale. 

Rose  A.  Stalder,  Nodaway. 

Joe  H.  Kout,  Ocheyedan. 

Carroll  O.  Lightfoot,  Onslow. 

James  M.  Hirl,  Princeton. 

Clayton  P.  Norris,  Red  Oak. 

Orlow  L.  Goodrich,  Scranton. 

Gladys  G.  Ayers,  Shannon  City. 

KENTUCKY 

Carolyn  V.  Ducker,  Butler. 

LOUISIANA 

Joy  Pate,  Hornbeck. 

Clinton  C.  Barron,  Lillie. 

Henry  J.  Smith,  Mandeville. 

Esther  J.  Mohr,  Pearl  River. 

Susie  L.  Ristom,  Starks. 

Leland  J.  DeVany,  Vinton. 

Thelma  M.  Fleming,  Westlake. 

MAINE 

M,  Louise  Miller,  Waldoboro. 

Alton  B.  Gerrish,  Winter  Harbor. 

MARYLAND 

Mary  Estelle  Ennis,  Joppa. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

William  Bacon,  North  Oxford. 

William  B.  Barnes,  Petersham. 

NEW  JERSEY 

Bradford  D.  Coffey,  Bayville. 

Michael  A.  Nigro,  Berkeley  Heights. 

S.  Herminah  Smith,  Brigantine. 

Grace  V.  Willard,  Crosswicks. 

Elizabeth  Massey,  Franklin. 

Edward  M.  McIntyre,  Gibbsboro. 

Louis  C.  Parker,  Gloucester  City. 

John  B.  Braun,  Jr.,  Hightstown. 

Georgia  A.  Barth,  Landisville. 

Edward  J.  Wagner,  Marlton. 

Annie  Lester,  Monmouth  Junction. 
Jeremiah  B.  Beaston,  Mount  Ephraim. 
Salvatore  Verde,  Northvale. 

Xavier  H.  Walter,  Palmyra. 

Mervil  E.  Haas,  Riverton. 

Smith  Kennedy,  Roseland. 

Edward  J.  Lennon,  Stone  Harbor. 

Ethel  B.  Carr,  Stratford. 

Lebbeus  Potter,  Sussex. 

Anthony  J.  Savarese,  Wocdcliff  Lake. 

OKLAHOMA 

Loyd  Barclay,  Tryon. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

John  H.  Evans,  Agar. 

Anna  A.  Dithmer,  Kadoka. 

Charles  E.  Stutenroth,  Redfield. 

Mary  L.  Gaynor,  Springfield. 

B.  Maynard  Christenson,  Volin. 

Gertrude  M.  Matteson,  White  Rock. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  17, 1943 

Ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  numbered 


AN  ACT 

Making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and 
the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  following  sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 

4  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the  Navy 

5  Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 

6  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes,  namely: 

7  NAVY  DEPARTMENT 

8  For  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  Navy 

9  Department  and  naval  service,  fiscal  year  1943,  to  be  sup¬ 
plemental  to  the  appropriations  and  funds  in  the  Naval 
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Appropriation  Act,  1943,  including  the  objects  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  limitations  specified  under  the  respective  beads 
and  subject  to  the  provisions  under  the  bead  “General  Pro¬ 
visions”  contained  in  said  Act,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
herein,  as  follows: 

NAVAL  ESTABLISHMENT 
Office  of  the  Seceetaey 


MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  Navy,  including  not  to  exceed 
$300  (total  annual  expenditure  rate)  for  extension  tele¬ 
phones  between  the  telephone  switchboards  at  the  official  sta¬ 
tions  of  naval  officials  and  the  living  quarters  of  such  officials, 
$6,723,117  (1):  Provided,-  That  no  appropriation  for  the 
Navy  Department  or  naval  service  available  daring  the  fiscal 


year  1 943  -(except  funds  transferred  or  made  available  to 
other  executive  agencies  for  use  for  naval  purposes)-  shall  be 

liCAu  q r£ni!  n  yon  *7  1  H  O  t  *7  f AT*  f  Ho  1  /Aj gm naa £  at  TliOVC* Ct  lei* 

Uol'U  (ttitT  nlul  Cll  X  j  TtrT TTJ  IUI  1 11  v,  y .1.1  II /l o  y  lllL  IT T  vJ  1  111  J  oUiio  lUT 

the  performance  of  service  in  other  than  the  Navy  Depart- 
rnent  or  elsewhere  than  under  the  Navy 


employees  who  had  been  employed  by  and  performing  service 
under  the  Navy  Department  for  three  months  or  more  bnme= 
diately  prior  to  their  detail  for  service  elsewhere  (2):  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  first  proviso  under  the  heading  of  uMiscella- 
ncous  expenses ”  in  title  I  of  the  Naval  Appropriations  Act  for 
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1  the  fiscal  year  1.943  (Public  Law  441,  approved  February 

2  7,  1942)  is  hereby  repealed. 

3  NAVAL  RESEARCH  LABORATORY 

4  Naval  Research  Laboratory,  $529,270:  Provided,  That 

5  the  compensation  of  the  senior  head  physicist,  as  established 

6  in  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  shall  he  construed 

7  as  placing  the  incumbent  of  such  position  in  the  initial  rate 

8  of  grade  8,  Professional  and  Scientific  Service,  and  subject 

9  to  the  provisions  of  the  Classification  Act  of  1923,  as 

10  amended. 

11  NAVAL  PRISON  FARMS  AND  PRISON  PERSONNEL 

12  Naval  prison  farms  and  prison  personnel,  $13,000. 

13  BUREAU  OE  NAVAL  PERSONNEL 

11  TRAINING,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE,  NAVY 

15  Naval  War  College,  $5,000; 

16  Naval  training  stations: 

17  Newport,  Rhode  Island,  $600,000; 

18  Great  Lakes,  Illinois,  $2,000,000; 

19  Norfolk,  Virginia,  $100,000; 

20  Lake  Pend  Oreille,  Idaho,  $230,000; 

21  Libraries,  $800,000; 

22  Welfare  and  recreation,  $950,000; 

23  In  all,  training,  education,  and  welfare,  Navy, 
21  $4,685,000. 
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NAVAL  RESERVE 

Naval  Reserve,  (3)$-10y800-,-000  $48,000,000. 

NAVAL  ACADEMY 

Pay  of  employees,  Naval  Academy,  $175,192. 

Current  and  miscellaneous  expenses,  Naval  Academy, 
$34,000. 

Maintenance  and  repairs,  Naval  Academy,  $330,540. 

BUREAU  OF  SHIPS 

Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships,  ^4)$7-3-7- 2 3 0 , 464  $765,- 

000,000. 

BUREAU  OF  ORDNANCE 

Ordnance  and  Ordnance  Stores,  $1,000,000,000. 

BUREAU  OF  SUPPLIES  AND  ACCOUNTS 

Pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation  of  naval  personnel: 

Pay  of  naval  personnel,  $382,892,000; 

Subsistence  of  naval  personnel,  $68,354,000; 

Transportation  and  recruiting  of  naval  personnel, 

$43,722,000; 

In  all,  pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation,  Navy, 
including  reimbursement  to  personnel  and  messes  for  subsist¬ 
ence  and  clothing  furnished  survivors,  $494,968,000  (5): 
Provided,  That  so  much  of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act, 
1948  (Public  Law  411,  Seventy-seventh  Congress),  under 
the  heading  “Pag,  subsistence,  and  transportation  of  naval 
personnel ’  as  reads  “Provided  further',  That  no  part  of  this 
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appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  pay  of  any  midship¬ 
man  appointed  from  enlisted  men  of  the  Navy  who  has  not 
served  aboard  a  vessel  of  the  Navy  in  full  commission  or 
performed  equivalent  service  with  fleet  aircraft  for  at  least 
nine  months  prior  to  admission  to  the  Naval  Academy  ’,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  Provided  further,  That  during 
the  present  emergency  qualified  enlisted  men  of  the  Navy, 
Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps  may  be  appointed  to  the 
Naval  Academy  after  such  periods  and  under  such  conditions 
of  service  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts, 
$46,000,000. 

Fuel  and  transportation,  Navy,  $47,618,000. 

Clothing  and  small-stores  fund,  $100,000,000. 

BUEEAU  OF  MEDICINE  AND  SUEGEEY 
Medical  Department,  Navy,  $67,000,000. 

BUEEAU  OF  YAEDS  AND  DOCKS 
Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  including 
(Cynot  to  exceed,  $ 5,000  for  the  rental  of  passenger-carrying 
automobiles  outside  continental  United  States,  $22,500,000. 

Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  $798,- 
300,000,  toward  contract  authorization  of  $1,474,634,000 
heretofore  granted,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  which, 
together  with  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  hereto- 
H.  E.  2068 - 2 
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1  fore  made  under  this  head,  shall  be  accounted  for  as  one 

2  fund,  and,  in  addition  to  all  other  amounts  heretofore  appro- 

3  priated  under  this  head,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby 

4  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  public-works  equipment, 

5  materials,  and  construction,  including  collateral  public-works 

6  items,  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $239,740,400,  subject  to 

7  authorization  thereof  by  other  law. 

8  BUREAU  OE  AERONAUTICS 

9  Aviation,  Navy:  The  amount  of  the  appropriation  under 

10  this  head  for  the  fiscal  year  1942,  continued  available  until 

11  June  30,  1943,  is  hereby  increased  from  $1,068,000,000  to 

12  $1,630,000,000,  and  such  portion,  as  may  be  certified  by  the 

13  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  of  the  appropriation  under  this  head 

14  for  the  fiscal  year  1943  as  was  provided  for  new  construction 

15  and  procurement  of  aircraft  and  equipment,  spare  parts  and 
15  accessories,  is  hereby  continued  available  until  June  30,  1944. 

17  INCREASE  AND  REPLACEMENT  OE  NAVAL 

18  VESSELS 

19  Armor,  armament,  and  ammunition,  $417,000,000,  to- 

20  ward  objects  heretofore  authorized  and  appropriated  for  in 

21  part  under  this  head,  to  remain  available  until  expended. 

22  REPAIR.  FACILITIES,  NAVY 

23  Repaid  Facilities,  -Navy  (7^),  $10,000,000,  toward  con- 
24:  tract  authorization  heretofore  granted,  to  remain  available 
25  until  expended,  and  in  addition  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is 
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hereby  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  repair  facili¬ 
ties  in  the  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $ 210,000,000 ,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Act  of  February  19, 1943,  Public  Law  1. 

(8)eox ft Titrc tiox  of  floating  dbyboc-ks,  navy 

The  Secretary  ©I  A©  Navy  is  authorized  4©  ©©ter  into 
contracts  m  foe  a  meant  ©t  net  t©  e-xeeed  $24-07000-, -000  for 
foe  eenstmetfon  of  mobile  floating  drydocks  and  ©oflatcral 
facilities  and  incidental  workj  as  authorized  by  the  Aet  ap¬ 
proved  February  4fo  -1-9-40  (Fublie  Law  4ty 


COAST  GTTAED 

Salaries,  office  of  Commandant,  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  1943 :  The  number  of  enlisted  men  now  authorized 
to  be  detailed  to  duty  at  Coast  Guard  headquarters  is  in¬ 
creased  to  three  hundred  and  fifty. 

Pay  and  Allowances,  Coast  Guard,  $10,600,000,  includ¬ 
ing  hire  of  quarters  for  officers  serving  with  troops  where 
there  are  no  public  quarters  belonging  to  the  Government, 
and  where  there  are  not  sufficient  quarters  possessed  hy  the 
United  States  to  accommodate  them;  reimbursements  for 
losses  of  property  as  provided  by  law  (34  U.  S.  C.  981- 
983)  ;  purchase  of  uniforms,  accouterments,  and  equipment 
for  officers  and  cadets,  and  the  current  appropriation  reim¬ 
bursed,  as  provided  by  law  (14  U.  S.  C.  30)  ;  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  prescribe  per 
diem  rates  of  allowance  for  Public  Health  Service  officers 
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detailed  to  the  Coast  Guard  as  authorized  for  Coast  Guard 
officers. 

General  expenses,  Coast  Guard,  $11,250,000. 

Salaries,  Office  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection 
and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy) ,  $50,000. 

Salaries  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and 
Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy),  $400,000,  and  the  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  fiscal  years  1942  and  1943  under  the 
heads  “Salaries,  Office  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspec¬ 
tion  and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy)”  and  “Salaries 
and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and  Navigation 
(Coast  Guard,  Navy)  ”  shall  be  available  for  overtime  com¬ 
pensation  authorized  by  law  for  the  Coast  Guard. 

GENEEAL  PBO VISIONS 

Sec.  102.  Appropriations  available  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1943,  for  travel  expenses  of  civilian  in¬ 
spectors  of  the  Navy  Department  shall  he  available  for  reim¬ 
bursement,  at  not  to  exceed  three  cents  per  mile,  for  travel 
performed  by  such  employees  in  privately  owned  automo¬ 
biles  within  the  limits  of  their  official  stations. 

Sec.  103.  The  limitations  on  the  number  of  men  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  naval  forces  and  into  the  Marine  Corps  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of 
1940,  contained  in  section  107  of  the  Naval  Appropriation 
Act,  1943,  are  hereby  removed. 
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Sec.  104.  During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1943,  the  appropriations  available  to  either  the  War 
Department  or  the  Navy  Department  shall  be  available  for 
procurement  as  provided  for  in  such  appropriations  by 
any  other  executive  department  or  independent  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Government  through  administrative  allotments 
in  such  amounts  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  without 
transfer  of  funds  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department: 
Provided,  That  orders  placed  or  expenses  incurred  by  the 
procuring  department  or  establishment  in  respect  to  such 
allotments  shall  be  considered  as  obligations  against  the  ap¬ 
propriations  involved:  Provided  further,  That  disbursing 
officers  of  the  allotting  department  may  make  disbursements 
chargeable  to  such  allotments  upon  vouchers  certified  by 
officers  of  the  procuring  department  or  establishment:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  whenever  vouchers  are  certified  by  an 
officer  of  the  procuring  department  or  establishment  and  are 
paid  by  a  disbursing  officer  of  the  allotting  department  the 
certifying  officer  and  not  the  disbursing  officer  shall  be  held 
responsible  and  accountable  for  the  existence  and  correctness 
of  the  facts  certified,  including  the  correctness  of  computa¬ 
tions  shown  on  certified  vouchers  and  on  any  required 
supporting  documents. 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  constitute 
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1  and  may  be  cited  as  “Title  IV,  Naval  Appropriation  Act, 

2  1943”. 

3  Sec.  106.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Supplemental 

4  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943”. 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  5,  1943. 

Attest:  SOUTH  TRIMBLE, 

Clerk . 

Passed  the  Senate  with  amendments  March  17  (legis¬ 
lative  day,  March  9) ,  1943. 

Attest:  EDWIN  A.  HALSEY, 

Secretary. 
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House  of  Representatives 


The  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon,  and 
was  called  to  order  by  the  Speaker  pro 
tempore,  Mr.  McCormack. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera 
Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  Thou  who  art  from  everlasting  to 
everlasting,  our  help  is  in  Thee  who 
made  heaven  and  earth,  humble  us  in 
our  pride  and  may  we  be  not  ashamed 
to  be  gentle  and  forgiving  in  all  our 
ways.  Day  by  day  grant  us  of  Thy  spirit 
that  we  may  brighten  and  bless  the  lives 
of  others  in  need.  So  keep  our  hearts 
that  when  fortune  frowns  we  may  not 
follow  her  in  silent  sullenness. 

__Bring  out  of  darkness  those  who  dwell 
in  ignorance;  bring  into  the  full  light 
those  who  know  not  whither  to  go;  bring 
out  of  the  realm  of  selfishness  all  who 
mistake  comfort  for  civilization;  then 
the  bends  of  humanity  will  be  recognized 
as  uniting  us  in  amity  and  cooperative 
endeavor.  O  Thou  Father  of  our  souls, 
whose  life-giving  currents  thrill  the 
hearts  of  men,  let  us  seek  that  for  v.  :h 
the  devout  of  every  age  have  longed  for 
and  worked  for,  namely,  the  kingdom 
of  grace.  Do  Thou  grant  unto  our  pub¬ 
lic  and  private  citizens  the  courage  of 
the  kingdom  of  God  so  strong  that  they 
shall  make  battle  in  this  sacred  warfare. 
We  pray  that  nothing  may  be  withheld 
which  shall  help  our  country  and  serve 
this  burdened  world.  Our  Lord  and  our 
God,  may  we  ever  keep  the  faith  and 
never  fail  Thee.  Be  thou  with  our  no¬ 
table  Speaker  as  he  waits  in  the  shadow 
of  his  sorrow;  give  him  Thy  peace  and 
return  him  to  us  in  health  and  strength. 
We  pray  in  the  spirit  of  our  Redeemer. 
Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes¬ 
terday  was  read  and  approved. 

THE  LATE  MR.  WILL  RAYBURN 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
to  proceed  for  1 


Is  there 


Mr.  THOMASON, 
unanimous  consent 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore, 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

.  Mr.  THOMASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  as 
chairman  of  the  Texas  delegation,  and 
speaking  for  them,  and  I  am  also  assum¬ 
ing  authority  4o  speak  for  every  member 
of  the  Hou§e,  I  express  to  our  beloved 
Speaker  and  all  his  family  our  deep  sor¬ 
row  and  profound  sympathy  on  account 
of  the  death  of  his  brother  Will  Ray¬ 
burn,  at  Bonham,  Tex.,  last  evening. 
Mr.  Will  Rayburn  was  personally  known 
to  most  of  the  Texas  delegation.  True  to 
the,  good  name  he  bore,  he  was  a  fine 
citizen,  who  typified  all  that  is  best  in 
American  life. 
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Sam  Rayburn’s  parents  were  pioneers 
in  Texas.  With  their  11  children,  their 
contribution  to  the  cause  of  good  citi¬ 
zenship  in  our  State  and  Nation  has  been 
very  large.  Will  Rayburn  was  a  fine 
man  and  a  good  citizen,  and  will  be 
missed  not  only  by  his  own  family,  but 
also  by  his  hundreds  of  close  personal 
friends  in  the  community  in  which  he 
lived. 

DENIAL  OF  PASSPORT  APPLICATIONS  SUB¬ 
SEQUENT  TO  DECEMBER  8,  1941 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  by  direction  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs,  I  call  up  House  Reso¬ 
lution  165,  which  I  send  to  the  desk  and 
ask  to  have  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
directed  to  furnish  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  all  such  information  as  he  may  possess 
in  answer  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  names  of  all  persons  whose  pass¬ 
port  applications  have  been  denied  subse¬ 
quent' to  December  8,  1941,  in  those  cases 
where  the  issuance  thereof  was  requested  by 
an  agency  or  department  of  the  Federal 
Government  and  the  reasons  for  such  denial. 

(2)  The  names  of  all  persons  whose  pass¬ 
port  applications  were  under  consideration 
for  more  than  3  weeks  before  approved  in 
thbse  cases  where  the  issuance  thereof  was 
requested  by  an  agency  or  department  of  the 
Federal  Government  and  the  reasons  for  such 
delay  in  those  cases. 

(3)  The  names  of  all  persons  whose  pass¬ 
port  applications  have  been  currently  under 
consideration  for  more  than  3  weeks  in  those 
cases  where  the  issuance  thereof  is  requested 
by  an  agency  or  department  of  the  Federal 
Government\.nd  the  reasons  for  such  delay 
in  those  cases';, 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask 'ynanimous  consent  that 
the  report  of  th&  committee  be  read. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without 
objection,  the  Clerk  will  read  the  report. 

There  was  no  objection,  and  the  Clerk 
read  as  follows:  \ 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  to 
which  was  referred  the  resolution  (H.  Res. 
165)  requesting  certain  passport  informa¬ 
tion  from  the  Secretary  df  State,  having 
considered  the  same,  report\thereon  with¬ 
out  amendment  and  recommend  that  the 
resolution  do  not  pass. 

Such  information  available  to  \jie  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  as  is  consistent '  with  the 
public  interest  has  been  furnished  your 
committee  and  is  on  file  and  maybe  seen 
by  Members  of  the  House  at  the  con^mittee 
offices. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  resolution  be 
laid  on  the  table. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  was 
laid  on  the  table. 


SPECIAL  ASSISTANT  SERGEANT  AT  ARMS 

Mr.  PATTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  following  resolution  (H.  Res.  177, 
Rept.  259)  from  the  Committee  on  Ac¬ 
counts,  and  ask  its  present  considera¬ 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Resolve d.  That  untU  otherwise  provided  by 
law  there  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $2,400  per 
annum  for  the  payment  of  salary  for  a  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant. Sergeant  at  Arms. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  insert  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  as  an  extension  of,  my  remarks,  ma¬ 
terial  on  the  life  and  work  of  William 
Jennings  Bryan,  whd^e  anniversary 
birthday  is  today. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

THE  LATE  WILLIAM  JENNINGS  BRYAN 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SNYDER.  Mr.  Speaker,  83  years 
ago  today  there  was  bom  in  the  State 
of  Illinois,  at  the  town  of  Salem,  that 
great  humanitarian,  Hon.  William  Jen* 
nings  Bryan.  I  call  attention  at  this 
moment  to  one  thing  he  said  about 
Japan,  after  visiting  that  country  in 
1908: 

Japan  needs  the  Christiap  religion.  A 
natjbn  must  have  some  religion  and  she 
has  outgrown  Buddhism.  Ideals  presented 
by/  those  two  systems  are  diametrically  op¬ 
posed.  One  offers  faith  as  the  inspiration 
>  noble  deeds,  the  other  a  plan  for  the 
-rfecting  of  self  with  no  sense  of  respon¬ 
sibility  to  God^ 


SUPPLEMENTAL  NAVAL  APPROPRIATION 
ACT,  1943 

|  Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
I  unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
1  Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (H.  R.  2063)  mak¬ 
ing  additional  appropriations  for  the 
Navy  Department,  and  the  naval  service 
Cor  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943, 
and  for  other  purposes,  with  Senate 
imendments  thereto,  disagree  to  the 
Senate  amendments  and  agree  to  the 
onference  asked,  by  the  Senate. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  report  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  reported  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without 
objection,  the  Chair  appoints  the  follow¬ 
ing  conferees :  Mr.  Sheppard,  Mr.  Thomas 
of  Texas,  Mr.  Coffee,  Mr.  Whitten,  Mr. 
Ditter,  Mr.  Plumley,  and  Mr.  Johnson 
of  Indiana. 


EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 


Mr. 


uns 


ROLPH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  two 
mimous  consent  requests:  First,  that 
I  mVy  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Record 
and  include  a  letter  in  connection  with 
the  Cfentral  Valley;  and,  second,  that  I 
may  extend  my  remarks  and  include  a 
resolution  from  the  Senate  of  the  State  of 
Californi 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  T' 

There  was  no  objection. 


[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

WILLIAty  JENNINGS  BRYAN 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  LAMBERTSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
want  to  pay  my  respects  to  the  memory 
of  William  Jennings  Bryan.  He  was  not 
of  my  political  faith,  but  he  lived  in  a 
county  near  me.  I  heard  him  the  year 
after  he  was  first  nominated  for  Presi¬ 
dent,  and  I  heard  him  many  times  at 
Chautauqua  meetings.  '  He  was  a  won¬ 
derful  orator,  a  brilliant  man,  a  sincere 
Christian,  and  a  real  commoner. 

I  want  to  read  just  a  line  from  the  1900 
Democratic  platform  which  I  want  to 
emphasize  today  for  our  session: 

We  assert  that  no  nation  can  long  endure 
half  republic  and  half  empire. 


A  paraphrase  from  the  immortal  Lin¬ 
coln. 

I  want  to  say  that  William  Jennings 
Bryan  left  a  wonderful  impression  on 
this  country  for  peace  and  democracy.  I 
saw  him  during  my  first  campaign  for  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Kansas,  which 
was  his  last  campaign  for  the  Presidency, 
in  1908. 

I  do  not  say  that  he  should  have  been 
President,  but  I  believe  that  the  only 
thing  that  kept  him  from  being  Presi¬ 
dent,  with  all  his  great  oratorical  ability 
and  personal  charm,  was  the  fact  that 
the  radio  was  30  years  late. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  tirfre 
of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  h^s 
expired. 


THE  TAX  BILL 


Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
ask'unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
Hopse  for  1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  opposed  to  the  Ways  and  Means 
tax  bill  because  I  believe  it  to  be  a  rich 
man’s  bill.  You  ask  me  why?  It  provides 


10  abatement  or  concession  on  taxes  for 
1942.  It  provides  that  if  a  taxpayer  de- 
sirhs  to  get  on  a  current  basis  by  paying 
botn'J942  and  1943  taxes  during  1943  he 
is  rewajxled  by  being  given  a  varying  per¬ 
cent  disHpunt  depending  upon  the  time 
of  payme: 

The  position  of  the  mass  of  our  people 
is  that  theyWant  to  get  on  a  pay-as- 
you-go  basis  because  it  is  financially  im¬ 
possible  for  them  to  maintain  their  fam¬ 
ilies  and  pay  2  ye\rs’  taxes  in  1.  If  any¬ 
one  questions  that  statement,  you  had 
better  immediatelj\contact  your  tax¬ 
payers  back  home. 

If  a  citizen  has  sufficient  money  to  take 
advantage  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com¬ 
mittee  tax  bill  inducement  of  discount, 
one  must  have  sufficient  money  to  take 
care  of  both  years  without  discount. 

It  is  charged  the  Carlson  plan  benefits 
the  wealthy.  It  is  just  the  opposite.  The 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  bill  directly 
does  this  by  rewarding  the  rich  for  pay¬ 
ing  2  years  in  1  while  the  middle  and 
poorer  classes  have  not  sufficient  funds 
to  do  so.  In  the  rewarding  of  the  wealthy 
they  are  given  a  percent  reduction  ad¬ 
vantage  much  greater  than  the  current 
percent  of  interest  being  paid  by  the 
Government  for  borrowed  funds. 

As  a  member  of  the  Rules  Committee  I 
am  going  to  demand  an  open  rule  in¬ 
stead  of  a  “gag”  rule  on  the  tax  bill.  To 
do  anything  else  would  be  repulsive  to 
every  sense  of  decency  and  responsibil¬ 
ity  to  the  people  we  represent.  Above 
all,  it  is  necessary  that  the  membership 
of  the  House  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
have  a  rule  which  will  give  them  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  vote  on  the  clear-cut  issue 
between  the  Carlson  pay-as-you-go  plan 
and  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
plan. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The  time 
of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  has  ex¬ 
pired. 


RESIGNATION  PROM  COMMITTEE 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  House  the  following  communica¬ 
tion: 

March  19,  1943. 
Hon.  John  W.  McCormack, 

Speaker  pro  tempore  of  the 

House  of  Representatives. 

Sir  :  I  hereby  resign  my  position  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the 
Executive  Departments. 

John  Phillips. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without 
objection,  the  resignation  is  accepted. 
There  was  no  objection. 

ELECTION  TO  COMMITTEE 


Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  offer  a  resolution  (H.  Res. 
178),  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consid¬ 
eration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


Resolved,  That  John  Phillips,  of  California 


is  hereby  elected  to  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 


culture. 


The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 
Mr.  HEBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
tjhanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  news¬ 
paper  editorial. 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

THE  TAX  BILL 


Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 


Is  there 


minute. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore, 
objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Allen] 
seems  to  be  very  much  exercised  about 
what  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
should  do  about  the  rule  and  also  he  de' 
nounces  the  tax  bill  as  a  rich  man’s  bill 
I  think  that  discussion  should  very  ap 
propriately  wait  until  the  bill  is  brought 
up  and  until  the  report  is  available  to 
the  Members  of  the  House,  outlining  the 
provisions  of  the  bill.  I  think  that  could 
very  appropriately  wait 

If  it  is  a  rich  man’s  bill,  why  are  th/ 
rich  men  fighting  it?  We  can  debate 
that  when  we  come  to  it.  As  far  the 


rule  is  concerned,  the  gentleman  need 
not  lose  any  sleep  over  that,  because 
this  morning  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
ittee  decided  to  consider  the  bill  under 
the  general  rules  of  the  House.  So 
hope  the  gentleman  can  rest  in  peace 
as  far  as  the  merits  of  the  bill  are  con- 
ceriied  until  we  bring  it  out  and  discuss 
it  inppen  daylight  and  bring  out  all  the 
facts  on  both  sides. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of^he  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  has  expired. 


[Mr.  KNUTSON  addressed  the  House 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix. 


ask 

re- 


EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Miss  STANLEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
unanimous  'consent  to  extend  my 
marks  in  the  Record  and  include  a  state 
ment  of  recommendations  adopted  at 
conference  of  New  York  State  farmer; 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  nonobjection. 


[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 


Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  include  therein  a  let¬ 
ter. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 


[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 


Mr.  BELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  make  two  extensions  of 
remarks  in  the  Record.  First,  to  extend 
my  remarks  on  the  subject  of  two  teach¬ 
ers  and  their  help  with  rationing,  and  to 
include  therewith  an  editorial  from  thf 
Washington  Star.  Second,  I  desire  to 
extend  my  remarks  and  include  therein, 
an  address  made  by  me  over  the  radib  oi 
the  work  of  the  Committee  on  Instill 
Affairs. 
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DEPARTMENT  AND  THE  NAVAL  SERVICE,  1943 


March  24,  1943. — Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Sheppard,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 


CONFERENCE  REPORT 


[To  accompany  H.  R.  2068] 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2068) 
making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and  the 
naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other 
]  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed  to 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment  numbered  2. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendments 
of  the  Senate  numbered  3  and  6;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  4: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
Senate  numbered  4,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment,  as 
follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  insert  $ 750,000,000 ;  and  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  7: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amendment,  insert  the  follow¬ 
ing:  ,  toward  contract  authorization  heretofore  granted,  to  remain  available 
until  expended,  and  this  appropriation  shall  be  available  for  expenses 
incurred  prior  to  July  1,  1943,  pursuant  to  the  contract  authorization  con¬ 
tained  in  this  Act  in  consequence  of  Public  Law  1 ,  approved  February  19, 
1943;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 
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Amendment  numbered  8: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment, 
as  follows: 

Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said  amendment  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  FLOATING  DRYDOCKS,  NAVY 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  in  the 
amount  of  not  to  exceed  $210,000,000  for  the  construction  of  mobile 
floating  dry  docks  and  collateral  facilities  and  incidental  work,  and  such 
other  objects,  as  authorized  by  tite  Act  approved  February  19,  1 9 Jf 3 
( Public  Law  1). 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  disagreement  amendments 
numbered  1  and  5. 

H  arry  R.  Sheppard, 

Albert  Thomas, 

John  M.  Coffee, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

J.  W.  Ditter, 

Charles  A.  Plumley, 

Noble  J.  Johnson, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Carl  H  AYDEN, 

Millard  E.  Tydings, 

John  H.  Overton, 

Gerald  P.  Nye, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  2068)  making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1943,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following  statement  in  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  and  recommended  in 
the  accompanying  conference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

Amendment  No.  2:  Strikes  out  the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  existing  $5,000  limitation  upon  new  employments  at  pay 
rates  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  annum  unless  specifically  authorized 
by  law. 

Amendment  No.  3:  Appropriates  $48,000,000  for  the  Naval  Reserve, 
as  proposed  by  the  Senate,  instead  of  $40,800,000,  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  4:  Appropriates  $750,000,000  for  “Maintenance, 
Bureau  of  Ships”,  instead  of  $737,230,464,  as  proposed  by  the  House, 
and  $765,000,000,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  6:  Places  a  limitation  of  $5,000  upon  expenditures 
for  renting  passenger-carrying  automobiles  outside  continental  United 
States,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Anxendment  No.  7:  Makes  the  appropriation  “Repair  facilities, 
Navy”,  available  until  July  1,  1943,  for  expenses  incurred  in  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  Public  Law  1,  approved  February  19,  1943,  in 
lieu  of  the  proposal  of  the  Senate  to  permit  contractual  authority 
under  such  appropriation  for  carrying  out  completely  the  objects  of 
such  law. 

Amendment  No.  8:  Restores  the  provision  proposed  by  the  House 
granting  contractual  authority  to  effectuate  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  1,  approved  February  19,  1943,  broadened  to  make  certain  that 
the  authorization  is  all  inclusive. 

DISAGREEMENTS  PURSUANT  TO  CLAUSE  2,  RULE  XX 

Amendment  No.  1,  relating  to  the  detail  of  Navy  Department 
employees  for  service  with  congressional  committees. 

Amendment  No.  5,  relating  to  the  appointment  of  enlisted  men  of 
the  Navy,  Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps  to  the  Naval  Academy. 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Albert  Thomas, 

John  M.  Coffee, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

J.  W.  Ditter, 

Charles  A.  Plumley, 

Noble  J.  Johnson, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
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''<I7he  SPEAKER  pro  tempore*  Is  there 
objeStKUito  the  reque^fc-fff'the  gentle¬ 
man  fromMkJng^irfMr.  Hoffman] ? 

There  wa^jroobjeciion. 

tTJje^matter  referreduT”wiU^appear 
het'eafter  in  the  Appendix.]  ^^****o^ 

NAVY  DEPARTMENT  APPROPRIATION 
BILL— 1943 

Mr.  SHEPPARD  submitted  the  follow¬ 
ing  conference  report  and  statement  on 
the  bill  (H.  R.  2068)  making  additional 
appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department 
and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses: 

CONFERENCE  REPORT 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2068)  making  additional  appropriations  for 
the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  and 
for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  .recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amendment 
numbered  2. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  3  and  6:  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  4:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  4,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  insert  “$750,000,000”; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  7:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amend¬ 
ment,  insert  the  following:  ",  toward  contract 
authorization  heretofore  granted,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  and  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  for  expenses  incurred 
prior  to  July  1,  1943,  pursuant  to  the  contract 
authorization  contained  in  this  Act  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  Public  Law  1,  approved  February 
19,  1943”;  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Re¬ 
store  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“CONSTRUCTION  OF  FLOATING  DRYDOCKS,  NAVY 

“The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
enter  into  contracts  in  the  amount  of  not  to 
exceed  $210,000,000  for  the  construction  of 
mobile  floating  drydocks  and  collateral  fa¬ 
cilities  and  incidental  work,  and  such  other 
objects,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  approved 
February  19,  1943  (Public  Law  1).” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same.. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  1  and  5. 

Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Albert  Thomas, 

John  M.  Coffee, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

J.  W.  Ditter, 

Charles  A.  Plumley, 

Noble  J.  Johnson, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
Carl  Hayden, 

Millard  E.  Tydings, 

John  H.  Overton, 

Gerald  P.  Nye, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2068)  making  addi¬ 


tional  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  con¬ 
ference  report  as  to  each  of  such  amendments, 
namely: 

Amendment  No.  2 :  Strikes  out  the  proposal 
of  the  Senate  to  eliminate  the  existing  $5,000 
limitation  upon  new  employments  at  pay 
rates  in  excess  of  $5,000  per  annum  unless 
specifically  authorized  by  law. 

Amendment  No.  3:  Appropriates  $48,000,000 
for  the  Naval  Reserve,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate,  instead  of  $40,800,000,  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

Amendment  No.  4:  Appropriates  $750,000,- 
000  for  “Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships,”  in¬ 
stead  of  $737,230,464,  as  proposed  by  the 
House,  and  $765,000,000,  as  proposed  by  the 
Senate. 

Amendment  No.  6:  Places  a  limitation  of 
$5,000  upon  expenditures  for  renting  passen¬ 
ger-carrying  automobiles  outside  continental 
United  States,  as  proposed  by  the  Senate. 

Amendment  No.  7 :  Makes  the  appropria¬ 
tion  “Repair  facilities.  Navy,”  available  until 
July  1,  1943,  for  expenses  incurred  in  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  Public  Law  1,  approved 
February  19,  1943,  in  lieu  of  the  proposal  of 
the  Senate  to  permit  contractual  authority 
under  such  appropriation  for  carrying  out 
completely  the  objects  of  such  law. 

Amendment  No.  8:  Restores  the  provision 
proposed  by  the  House  granting  contractual 
authority  to  effectuate  the  provisions  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  1,  approved  February  19,  1943,  broad¬ 
ened  to  make  certain  that  the  authorization 
is  all  inclusive. 

DISAGREEMENTS  PURSUANT  TO  CLAUSE  2,  RULE  XX 

Amendment  No.  1,  relating  to  the  detail  of 
Navy  Department  employees  for  service  with 
congressional  committees. 

Amendment  No.  5,  relating  to  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  enlisted  men  of  the  Navy,  Naval  Re¬ 
serve,  and  Marine  Corps  to  the  Naval  Academy. 
Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Albert  Thomas, 

John  M.  Coffee, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

J.  W.  Ditter, 

Charles  A.  Plumley, 

Noble  J.  Johnson, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mi-.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  conference  report 
on  the  bill  H.  R.  2068,  and  I  also  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  statement 
of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  may  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  full 
report. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  [Mr.  Sheppard!? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement  of  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
conference  report  represents  a  unani¬ 
mous  agreement  on  the  part  of  Mem¬ 
bers  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  in  our 
conference  with  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Ditter]. 

Mr.  DITTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not 
my  purpose  to  detain  the  House  at  this 
time  unduly,  but  I  do  feel  I  should  make 
a  passing  reference  to  one  amendment 
that  has  been  agreed  to  by  the  con¬ 
ferees. 

Approximately  10  years  ago  the  op¬ 
portunity  was  afforded  certain  men  in 


the  enlisted  force  of  the  Navy  to  qualify 
as  appointees  to  the  United  States  Naval 
Academy.  Among  other  requirements 
that  we  set  up  at  that  time  was  the  re¬ 
quirement  that  a  man  of  the  enlisted 
force  in  order  to  qualify  had  to  serve  9 
months  aboard  a  commissioned  vessel. 
I  believe  the  condition  that  was  tied  in 
at  that  time  was  a  wise  one.  I  believe 
there  are  men  in  the  enlisted  force  who 
are  there  by  reason  of  their  love  of  the 
sea. 

The  change  that  has  been  made  by  the 
conferees  removes  the  limitation  of  sea 
service  and  makes  it  possible  for  a  man 
to  become  a  candidate  for  appointment 
from  the  enlisted  force  without  having 
served  at  sea.  I  want  to  express  my  own 
disapproval  of  the  raising  of  the  limita¬ 
tion  that  has  heretofore  been  established. 
I  want  to  take  the  opportunity  of  em¬ 
phasizing  what  I  believe  was  a  wise 
course  in  that  which  has  been  advocated 
in  the  past,  and  to  express  my  regret  that 
the  conferees  have  seen  fit  to  enable  an 
office  boy,  not  a  seafaring  man,  neces¬ 
sarily,  to  become  a  candidate  for  ap¬ 
pointment  to  the  Naval  Academy  from 
the  enlisted  force. 

(Mr.  DITTER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  report  the  first  amendment  in 
disagreement. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  amendment  No.  1:  On  page  2,  line 
13.  after  “$6,723,117”  strike  out  the  remain¬ 
der  of  line  13  and  all  down  to  and  including 
line  22. 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment  with  an  amendment. 

^The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Sheppard  moves  to  recede  and  concur 
in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  follows:  Restore  the  matter  stricken 
out  by  said  amendment,  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“:  Provided,  That,  except  as  hereinafter 
provided,  no  appropriation  for  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment  or  naval  service  available  during 
the  fiscal  year  1943  (except  funds  transferred 
or  made  available  to  other  executive  agen¬ 
cies  for  use  for  naval  purposes)  shall  be  used 
after  March  31,  1943,  for  the  employment  of 
persons  for  the  performance  of  service  in 
other  than  the  Navy  Department  or  else¬ 
where  than  under  the  Navy  Department,  ex¬ 
cept  (1)  employees  who  had  been  employed 
by  and  performing  service  under  the  Navy 
Department  for  3  months  or  more  im¬ 
mediately  prior  to  their  detail  for  service 
elsewhere  and  (2)  employees  now  or  here¬ 
after  detailed  and  assigned  pursuant  to  the 
lawful  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
to  any  committee  of  the  Congress  operating 
under  resolution  duly  authorizing  such  as¬ 
signment  and  the  allocation  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  of  funds  now  available  therefor  or  ap¬ 
propriated  hereunder,  is  hereby  authorized.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  report  the  next  amendment  in 
disagreement. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Senate  Amendment  No.  5:  On  page  4,  line 
21  after  “$494,968,000’'  insert,  Provided, 
Tli at  so  much  of  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act, 
1943  (Public  Law  411,  77th  Cong.),  under  the 
heading  'Pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation 
of  naval  personnel’  as  reads  ‘Provided  further,  \ 
That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be  j 
available  for  the  pay  of  any  midshipman  ap-  ] 
pointed  from  enlisted  men  of  the  Navy  who  ; 
has  not  served  aboard  a  vessel  of  the  Navy  in  i 
full  commission  or  performed  equivalent  serv-  : 
ice  with  fleet  aircraft  for  at  least  9  months  j 
prior  to  admission  to  the  Naval  Academy’,  is  ' 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  Provided  further, 
That  during  the  present  emergency  qualified  i 
enlisted  men  of  the  Navy,  Naval  Reserve,  and 
Marine  Corps  may  be  appointed  to  the  Naval 
Academy  after  such  periods  and  under  such 
conditions  of  service  as  may  be  prescribed  by  j 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy.” 

Mr.  SHEPPARD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
to  recede  and  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendment  with  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Sheppard  moves  to  recede  and  con¬ 
cur  in  the  Senate  amendment  with  an  amend¬ 
ment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  in¬ 
serted  by  said  amendment,  insert  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

“:  Provided,  That  so  much  of  the  Naval 
Appropriation  Act,  1943  (Public  Law  411,  77th 
Cong.),  under  the  heading  ‘Pay,  subsistence, 
and  transportation  of  naval  personnel’  as 
reads  ‘Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  pay 
of  any  midshipman  appointed  from  enlisted 
men  of  the  Navy  who  has  not  served  aboard 
a  vessel  of  the  Navy  in  full  commission  or 
performed  equivalent  service  with  fleet  air¬ 
craft  for  at  least  9  months  prior  to  admission 
to  the  Naval  Academy’,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows :  Provided  further,  That  during  the 
present  emergency  qualified  enlisted  men  of 
the  Navy,  Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps 
may  be  appointed  to  the  Naval  Academy  after 
9  months  of  service.” 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  the  votes  by 
which  the  several  motions  were  agreed 
to  was  laid  on  the  table. 

A  UNITED  NATIONS  COUNCIL  AND  POLICE 
’  FORCE  * 

SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
spi fecial  order  heretofore  made,  the  Chair 
re  \gnizes  the  gentleman  from  Minne- 
[Mr.  Gale]  for  10  minutes. 

1ALE.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  often 
been  SE&d,  and  to  the  point  of  becoming 
a  platitude,  that  we  must  win  the  war 
first  antrAhen  talk  about  the  peace. 

True,  must  win  the  war,  and  win 
it  we  will.  J3ut  it  wilt  not  last  forever; 
some  time,  some  day,  this  war  will  be 
over  and  there  will' be  a  peace  treaty. 

If  it  is  not  \  good  peace,  if  it  is  not 
an  intelligent  pieace,  if  it  is  a  near¬ 
sighted  peace  ^through  dark  glasses,  it 
will  not  be  a^peaS^at  all — just  a  truce, 
another  interlude  between  slaughter,  an¬ 
other  armistice  lik\  the  one  which 
started  in  November  ftl8  and  ended  in 
September  1939.  A* . 

So,  gentlemen,  let  us  give  thought  now 
before  it  is  too  late.  Tinife  is  not  on 
our/iide.  Let  us  think  just  a  nttle  about 
the  post-war  world.  Let  us  try  with  all 
sincerity  and  realism  to  build,  not  a 
dream  world,  not  a  finished  plan  ready 
for  delivery — we  cannot  do  that — butt  a 
policy,  what  we  would  like  to  do  and 
what  we  can  reasonably  expect  to  do. 


A  rough  draft  of  the  picture  with  colors 
to  go  in  later. 

To  come  suddenly  upon  the  peace 
without  a  plan,  without  a  purpose,  will 
be  td^  wallow  in  a  sea  of  indecision  and 
doubt.  Armed  with  nothing  but  oppor¬ 
tune  expediency,  what  chance  have  we 
of  facing  a  bitter,  sorry,  disillusioned 
world?  vWiat  hope  for  us  but  to  take 
another  trimming  from  those  who  come 
prepared,  frmn  those  who  have  a  plan? 

Some  day  the  war  will  be  over.  Some 
day  there  will  be  a  peace  treaty  and  some 
day  the  United  States  will  have  a  chance 
to  either  make  or  break  not  only  our 
own  destiny  but  world  destiny. 

We  cannot  draw  back  into  our  shell. 
The  world  will  be  too  small  for  that. 
A  world  made  small,  Viade  accessible,  a 
world  of  neighbors,  a  world  made  very, 
very  near  by  the  fourhnotored  trans¬ 
port. 

America  will  step  out  into  this  new 
era.  Will  be  a  dominant  figctor  in  this 
untried  world,  either  on  thetold  empire 
basis  or  on  an  intelligent,  Cooperative 
basis. 

As  of  today,  it  is  impossible  tdwlot  the 
“i”  and  cross  the  “t”  but  it  is  not  \npos- 
sible  to  have  a  policy,  an  attitude, 
pose,  a  will,  and  it  is  not  impossibl 
the  United  States  to  accept  the  respo: 
bility  of  leadership.  Leadership  in 
estly  trying  to  see  the  world  game 
according  to  our  rules,  fair  play,  and 
break  for  the  underdog.  No  kidney 
punches — no  hitting  in  the  clinches. 

A  United  Nations  Council,  not  to  sug¬ 
gest,  but  with  real  power  to  act,  power  to 
temporarily  regulate  the  defeated  Axis, 
to  temporarily  reconstruct  Axis-occu¬ 
pied  territory.  Power  to  regulate  inter¬ 
national  sea  routes  and  international  air 
bases. 

A  United  Nations  police  force  to 
quickly  and  boldly  knock  down  the  ears 
of  any  future  Hitler,  before  and  not  after 
these  Hitlers  are  ready  to  march. 

Not  an  alliance  which  works  only  in 
fair  weather,  but  something  stronger — a 
governmental  structure  larger  than  the 
United  States.  A  code  or  constitution — 
a  council,  a  congress,  a  court,  a  police 
force.  Bluntly,  this  means  yielding  sov¬ 
ereignty  by  all  the  sovereign  members, 
yielding  a  little  of  our  American  sov¬ 
ereignty — not  much  but  some. 

The  world  is  too  small  and  the  danger 
of  another  war  is  too  great,  to  bull  it 
alone,  to  play  the  old  game  of  empire 
and  balance  of  power.  The  world  is  too 
small  and  the  danger  of  another  war  is 
too  great  to  go  back  to  a  system  which 
has  failed  and  failed  again — to  go  back  to 
a  world  system  which  has  delivered  two 
catastrophes  in  one  generation.  A  third 
war  in  20  years  or  30  years  or  40  years 
will  not  be  a  catastrophe  or  a  calamity  or 
a  sorrow,  but  lights  out  for  what  we  con¬ 
sider  (utilization,  i.  e.,  everything  we  like 
to  liv^  by. 

So,  gentlemen,  I  most  humbly  bring  to 
minfi  our  solemn  duty  to  consider  the 
peace  which  is  bound  to  come.  And  in 
considering  the  peace  in  the  midst  of 
ar,  let  us  not  forget  the  resolution  re¬ 
cently  introduced  in  the  Senate  by  Sena¬ 
tor  Ball.  True,  we  in  the  House  may  not 
be  called  upon  to  consider  this  measure, 


but  it  is  well  to  think  about  it.  It  is  well 
to  cast  a  careful  glance  at  this  shadow  of 
events  to  come.  It  is  well  for  the  Nation 
to  do  this.  It  is  well  for  our  allies  and 
our  enemies,  too.  It  is  well  for  us  who 
are  Members  of  the  Congress  to  also  take 
good  note  of  this  shadow  in  order  that 
we  may  prepare  for  events  to  come. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GALE.  Yes. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  know 
that  the  gentleman  agrees  with  me  that 
our  first  job  is  to  win  this  war. 

Mr.  GALE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Does 
the  gentleman  think  that  for  the  future, 
after  the  war  is  won,  our  country  should 
pursue  a  policy  where  some  of  our  lead¬ 
ing  men  who  are  in  control  of  our  war 
materials  should  sell  these  raw  materials 
to  our  potential  enemies,  so  that  they 
could  rearm  themselves? 

Mr.  GALE.  I  have  advocated  a  United 
Nations  police  force  to  very  definitely 
crack  down  on  anybody  building  up 
against  the  common  peace. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Does 
the  gentleman  think  that  we  should  fur¬ 
nish  our  potential  enemies  with  these 
natural  resources  so  that  they  can  rearm 
themselves  in  order  to  provoke  war  after 
peace  again? 

Mr.  GALE.  No. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
(entleman  yield? 

Mr,  GALE.  Yes. 

HOFFMAN.  Does  the  gentleman 
advocate  that  we  maintain  a  police  force 
that  if,  for  example,  Russia  wants  to 
annex  some  territory  we  should  fight 
Russia  and  say  “No”? 

Mr.  ^ALE.  I  am  advocating  a  police 
force  to' maintain  peace. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  I  have  asked  the  gen¬ 
tleman  a  Question. 

Mr.  GAl$.  And  I  am  attempting  to 
answer  it.  . 

Mr.  HO 
gentleman 
man  started 

Mr.  GALE, 
police  force,  ha1 
powers  of  the 


AN.  I  did  not  think  the 
s.  I  thought  the  gentle- 
on  something  else, 
am  advocating  a  general 
ng  the  strength  of  the 
ivernments  concerned, 
which  will  be  able^to  crack  down  on  any 
country  threatening,  the  general  peace  of 
the  world. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  Then,  in  other  words, 
if  Russia  should  wanhsome  territory,  is 
it  the  gentleman’s  idea  that  we  should 
aid  Great  Britain  or  whatever  other  na¬ 
tions  might  join  with  her  and  tell  Russia 
she  cannot  have  that  territory  and  go  to 
war  with  them  to  keep  them  from  get¬ 
ting  it? 

Mr.  GALE.  Yes;  if  Russia.enters  into 
this  thing,  we  have  got  to  do  that. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  And  if  Britain  wants 
to  keep  India,  and  if  India  wants  to  be 
independent,  we  would  help  %ndia  in 
keeping  Britain  out? 

Mr.  GALE.  Oh,  that  is  a  matter  of 
internal  affairs.  If  England  waits  to 
handle  the  India  question  in  heiWown 
way,  that  is  something  for  her,  b%  if 
she  threatens  the  peace  of  the  worli^in 
so  doing,  that  is  something  else. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN.  But  suppose  Britaf 
intends  to  keep  that  part  of  north  Africa. 
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consideration — it  is  not  fixing  the 
price  of  farm  labor,  it  is  taking  the  aver¬ 
age — does  the  Senator  think  it  is  his 
duty  to  deny  a  man  the  cost  of  the  things 
the  Senator  eats  and  the  clothes  he 
wears?  Because  the  farmer  is  not  or¬ 
ganized  as  a  political  unit,  does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  think  he  can  be  fooled,  and  that  we 
should  not  give  him  that  to  which  he  is 
entitled? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  think  the  farmers  of 
this  country  are  pretty  well  organized, 
if  I  know  anything  about  organization. 
They  have  about  the  strongest  groups 
that  come  before  Congress.  Labor  and 
agriculture  are  both  strongly  organized. 
Their  leaders  are  constantly  before  us 
advocating  their  views  on  legislation. 

At  this  particular  time  I  am  not  talk¬ 
ing  for  either  one  of  these  groups.  I  am 
trying  to  look  at  the  picture  from  a  na¬ 
tional  viewpoint.  I  am  attempting  to 
look  at  the  picture  from  the  viewpoint 
of  the  consuming  public.  That  is  the 
unorganized,  inarticulate  group,  which 
.never  has  any  representation  in  the  halls 
of  Congress.  There  are  millions  and  mil¬ 
lions  of  those  people,  who  are  frozen  to 
salaries,  who  cannot  obtain  any  relief  of 
any  kind.  Those  are  the  individuals  who 
are  going  to  suffer  if  the  Pace  bill  shall 
be  enacted,  because  that  is  the  start  of 
the  spiral  of  inflation,  a  dangerous  leap, 
which,  in  my  opinion,  cannot  be  con¬ 
trolled  once  it  is  started.  That  is  what 
I  fear. 

It  is  a  strange  thing  to  reflect  that  I, 
coming  from  the  corn  section  of  the 
country,  and  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
representing  a  great  wheat  section  of  the 
country,  are  the  two  individuals  most 
vitally  concerned  in  suggesting  this  be 
returned  to  the  Senate  committee,  be¬ 
cause  both  those  basic  commodities  are 
below  parity,  while  every  other  com¬ 
modity  that  is  worth  while  is  above  par¬ 
ity.  Yet  we  stand  here  and  ask,  under 
those  circumstances,  that  the  pending 
bill  not  be  considered  at  this  particular 
time. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McNARY.  I  am  merely '  seeking 
information.  I  did  not  catch  the  last 
remark  of  the  Senator,  because  I  was 
discussing  the  bill  with  th$ 'junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Minnesota.  What  products 
does  the  Senator  say  aretmder  parity? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Corn /is  practically  at 
parity.  Wheat  is  under  parity. 

Mr.  McNARY.  Me  there  any  others? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Qflts  and  rye. 

Mr.  McNARY.  That  is,  the  cereal 
group? 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Yes.  Practically  all 
other  comjfiodities  are  above  parity. 

doing  quite  well,  in  the  opin- 
Senator  from  Illinois, 
esident,  I  have  a  deep  feeling 
about/this  question.  I  contend  that  if 
ill  is  passed,  and  should  then  be 
over  the  veto  of  the  President,  it 
be  the  beginning  of  the  end  on 
home  front.  Inflation  then  would  be 

ere,  and  we  could  not  stop  it.  We  are 
having  a  difficult  time  right  now  dealing 
with  inflation. 


I  rose  primarily  to  furnish  a  little  in¬ 
formation  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
because  there  is  not  a  scintilla  of  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  anywhere  as  to  what 
this  bill  would  do  with  respect  to  the 
increase  in  price  to  the  consuming  public. 
There  was  not  a  line  of  evidence  concern¬ 
ing  that  before  the  House  committee.  I 
called  Monday  last  and  requested  the 
clerk  of  the  House  committee  to  furnish 
me  the  report  on  the  matter,  and  she 
advised  me  that  the  committee  had  taken 
no  evidence.  Like  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  I  was  unfortunate  in  not  being 
present  at  the  meeting  of  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  last  Mon¬ 
day,  and  I  am  told  that  in  15  minutes 
time  the  bill  was  reported  favorably  by 
the  committee,  and  here  it  is  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  millions  upon  millions 


of  dollars  in  the  future  are  involved  in  That  is  what  is  called  the  base  period  on 
this  bill.  The  life  of  the  home  front  off 
America  is  involved  in  it,  and  if  the 
home  front  goes  down,  watch  out  for  the 
military  front.  As  a  result  of  a  16-per¬ 
cent  increase  to  the  consuming  public  in 
this  instance,  I  can  see  other  groups 
coming  in  to  ask  the  same  thing,  to 
ask  what  they  think  they  are  entitled 
to  receive.  The  result  will  be  that  we 
will  get  into'  the  old  vicious  spiral  of  in¬ 
flation,  and  the  little  16  percent  or  14 
percent  increase,  or  whatever  the  farm¬ 
er  is  going  to  get*af  this  particular  time, 
which  he  may  thAk  will  help  him,  will, 
as  he  will  find  out  in  due  course  of 
time,  cost  hint  six  times  16  percent. 

Mr.  President,  why  Ait  that  we  could 
not  have  Wad  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  wh</  is  against  the  fahl,  testify  be¬ 
fore  the  committee?  Why’l£  it  that  we 
could  not  have  had  O.  P.  A.  Director,  Mr. 

Brown,  who  is  against  the  bill,  testify 
bgfore  the  committee?  Mr.  Brown 
ifrrote  a  letter  to  me  this  morning,  in 
which  he  said,  among  other  thingsv 

The  Pace  bill  would  raise  parity  priceWof 
farm  products  by  14  percent.  This,  in  fee 
course  of  time,  would  drive  up  the  retafe 
prices  of  food  10  Vi  percent,  and  add  two 
and  one-third  billion  dollars  to  the  con¬ 
sumers’  annual  food  budget.  It  would  in¬ 
crease  the  Government  expenditures  for 
food  by  about  three-quarters  of  a  billion 
dollars  per  annum. 


That  is  Mr.  Brown’s  statement.  That 
is  the  kind  of  testimony  which  ought  to 
have  been  before  the  committee  in  order 
that  the  committee  might  have  inter¬ 
rogated  and  cross-examined  Mr.  Brown 
upon  that  point.  We  should  have  had 
the  right  to  cross-examine  and  interro¬ 
gate  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  upon 
this  question. 

Mr.  President,  the  corn  farmers  of 
Illinois  are  not  for  this  bill.  Earl  Smith 
is  the  vice  president  of  the  American 
Farm  Bureau,  and  president  of  the  Il¬ 
linois  group.  That  group  held  a  meet¬ 
ing  at  Springfield  recently  at  which 
1,500  farmers  were  present.  They  unan¬ 
imously  endorsed  a  resolution  condemn¬ 
ing  the  Pace  bill  as  being  dangerously 
inflationary.  I  am  told  that  the  Iowa 
Farm  Bureau  group  has  joined  with  the 
Illinois  group  in  this  fight.  Why  should 
not  these  farm  leaders  have  a  chance 


to  testify  before  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Forestry? 

Mr.  President,  if  the  bill  shall  be 
passed  it  will  be  a  serious  hour  in  the 
life  of  the  Nation.  There  is  a  strange 
thing  about  this  parity  formula,  as  the 
able  Senator  from  Oregon  said  a  while 
ago.  In  all  commodities  above  parity, 
of  course,  the  cost  of  labor  is  reflected, 
and  I  undertake  to  say  in  commodities 
below  parity  the  labor  costs  are  also  re¬ 
flected.  Why  do  I  say  that?  Back  in 
1933,  when  the  parity  formula  was  given 
to  the  people  by  the  Congress,  corn,  for 
instance,  according  to  the  base  period 
was  worth  62  V2  cents,  as  I  recall.  That 
base  period  was  figured  over  5  years 
fromi909  to  1914.  The  average  price  of 
corn  for  each  month  during  that  period 
ottime  was  taken,  the  figures  were  added 
up,  and  the  general  average  obtained. 


corn. 

What  has  happened  to  corn  since  that 
time?  The  parity  price  then  was  62  !4 
cents.  Has  it  remained  there?  Not  at 
all.  Parity  today  on  corn  is  99  cents  or 
$1  per  bushel.  Parity  is  a  relative  thing. 
It  has  no  fixed  or  definite  scheme  in  the 
affairs  of  things.  It  moves  up  and  down. 
So  when  parity  on  corn  moves  up,  labor 
is  reflected  in  that  move,  or  in  that  price 
increase  in  corn.  The  price  of  corn  may 
go  up  and  it  may  go  down,  but  in  the 
beginning  those  who  had  anything  to 
do  with  the  parity  formula  left  labor 
out  of  it.  Why?  Because  then  labor 
was  cheap,  and  if  labor  had  been  placed 
in  the  parity  formula  at  that  moment 
as  a  factor,  instead  of  corn  being  62*4 
cents  it  probably  would  have  been  about 
59  or  58  cents  a  bushel.  So  labor  costs 
were  left  out.  But  in  the  last  2  years 
labor  has  spiraled  to  the  top,  and  now, 
because  wages  are  high  on  the  farm,  an 
effort  is  made  to  change  the  basic  for¬ 
mula  in  parity  in  order  to  obtain  an 
increase. 

Mr.  President,  mark  my  words  when 
the  war  is  over,  and  the  farmers  who 
.  are  now  in  the  service  of  the  country, 
V/ho  are  in  the  shops,  and  in  the  indus¬ 
tries  making  munitions  and  implements 
of  ^ar,  flock  back  to  the  farms,  labor 
will ’’ttien  become  cheap,  and  then  this 
parit\  formula  will  again  be  brought 
before  fee  Congress,  and  we  will  be  asked 
to  change  it  in  order  to  eliminate  labor 
costs.  Thk  is  exactly  what  will  hap¬ 
pen.  A. 

Mr.  Presidefe,  I  hope  that  those  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  will  postpone  action 
upon  it  for  awhfle  at  least,  or  at  least 
let  it  go  back  to  the  committee  where 
some  testimony  canfee  taken  upon  this 
important  matter.  testimony  has 
been  taken  on  it.  Whoever  testimony 
was  taken  on  the  Thomas  amendment 
last  September  is  not  pertinent  today, 
because  of  the  change  in  conditions  of 
the  affairs  of  the  country.  V  do  not 
know  where  the  facts  were  obtained  which 
are  set  forth  in  the  report  on  the  Pace 
bill.  Someone  sent  me  a  report  oh  the 
bill  which  was  made  by  the  House  com¬ 
mittee.  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that 
no  evidence  was  taken  by  that  commit¬ 
tee.  I  say  with  all  the  sincerity  I  possess 
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jat  this  measure  is  too  important  to  the 
^tion  and  to  the  world  to  be  passed 
without  exploring  each  and  every 
factAnvolved  in  its  provisions,  and  in- 
volveVin  the  effort,  which  we  have  con- 
stantlySfried  to  make,  to  keep  down  in¬ 
flation.  _ 

Only  a\ew  days  ago,  when  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr 
George!  brought  in  a  bill  dealing  with 
the  $25,000  limitation  on  salaries,  he  ex¬ 
plained  that  tke  Disney  amendment  was 
defeated  in  the\enate  committee— why? 
Because  it  permitted  the  salary  of  one 
having  $2,000,  $\000,  or  $10,000  to  be 
raised  to  a  point  Oi  $67,000,  if  necessary. 
Such  a  raise  in  salary  could  be  made 
under  the  Disney  amendment.  We  all 
agreed  that  that  wotfid  be  inflationary 
and  should  not  be  done.  That  was  the 
primary  reason  why  the  Disney  amend¬ 
ment  was  amended,  andwhy  the  Senate 
acted  as  it  did.  >  V 

If  the  bill  no#  under  consideration  is 
not  inflationary,  then  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  the  meaning  of  inflation.  No  one, 
Mr.  President,  has  more  interest  in  the 
farmer  than  has  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois.  I  khow  what  happened  after  the 
last  war,  I  know  what  will  happen  after 
this  war  if  we  do  not  control  inflation. 
The  individual  who  thinks  he  is  receiving 
a  littlFbenefit  as  the  result  of  a  16-per- 
centnncrease  in  wages  may  find  hii%self 
ruiaed  and  bankrupt  after  the  war,  if 
infimion  hits  us,  as  I  think  it  will  if  the 
bifl  is  passed.  \ 

rThat  is  all  I  care  to  say  at  this  time, 
dr.  President. 


“CONSTRUCTION  OF  FLOATING  DRYDOCKS,  NAVY 

“The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to 
enter  into  contracts  in  the  amount  of  not  to 
exceed  $210,000,000  for  the  construction  of 
mobile  floating  drydocks  and  collateral  facili¬ 
ties  and  incidental  work,  and  such  other 
objects,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  approved 
February  19,  1943  (Public  Law  1).” 

And  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

The  committee  of  conference  report  in  dis¬ 
agreement  amendments  numbered  1  and  5. 

Carl  Hayden, 

Millard  E.  Tydings, 

John  H.  Overton, 

Gerald  P.  Nye, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
Harry  R.  Sheppard, 

Albert  Thomas, 

John  M.  Coffee, 

Jamie  L.  Whitten, 

J.  W.  Ditter, 

Charles  A.  Flumley, 
Noble  J.  Johnson, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 


"supplemental  NAVAL  APPROPRIA¬ 
TIONS— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  OVERTON  submitted  the  follow¬ 
ing  report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2068)  making  additional  appropriations  for 
the  Navy  Departmen  and  the  naval  service 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  and 
for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows : 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  amend¬ 
ment  numbered  2. 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  3  and  6;  and  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  4:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  4,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  sum  proposed  insert  “$750,000,000”; 
and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  7 :  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  7,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  In 
lieu  of  the  matter  inserted  by  said  amend¬ 
ment,  insert  the  following:  “,  toward  contract 
authorization  heretofore  granted,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  and  this  appropria¬ 
tion  shall  be  available  for  expenses  incurred 
prior  to  July  1,  1943,  pursuant  to  the  contract 
authorization  contained  in  this  Act  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  Public  Law  1,  approved  February  19, 
1943";  and  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Amendment  numbered  8:  That  the  House 
recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  numbered  8,  and  agree  to 
the  same  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Re¬ 
store  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said  amend¬ 
ment  amended  to  read  as  follows: 


The  report  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mur¬ 
dock  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  a  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  announcing  its  action  on  cer¬ 
tain  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  House 
bill  2068,  which  was  read,  as  follows: 


In  the  House  of  Representatives, 

March  24,  1943. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  numbered  1  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  2068)  mak¬ 
ing  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy 
Department  and  the  naval  service  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other 
purposes,  and  concur  therein  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendment: 

Restore  the  matter  stricken  out  by  said 
amendment  amended  to  read  as  follows; 

Provided,  That,  except  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided,  no  appropriation  for  the  Navy  De¬ 
partment  or  naval  service  available  during 
the  fiscal  year  1943  (except  funds  transferred 
or  made  available  to  other  executive  agen¬ 
cies  for  use  for  naval  purposes)  shall  be  used 
after  March  31,  1943,  for  the  employment  of 
persons  for  the  performance  of  service  in 
other  than  the  Navy  Department  or  else¬ 
where  than  under  the  Navy  Department,  ex¬ 
cept  (1)  employees  who  had  been  employed 
by  and  performing  service  under  the  Navy 
Department  for  3  months  or  more  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  to  their  detail  for  service  else¬ 
where,  and  (2)  employees  now  or  hereafter 
detailed  and  assigned  pursuant  to  the  lawful 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
any  committee  of  the  Congress  operating 
under  resolution  duly  authorizing  such  as¬ 
signment  and  the  allocation  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  of  funds  now  available  therefor  or  ap¬ 
propriated  hereunder,  is  hereby  authorized”; 
and 


Mr.  OVERTON.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  agree  to  the  amendments 
of  the  House  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  numbered  1  and  5. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


INCREASE  IN  THE  PUBLIC  DEBT  LIMIT; 
LIMITATION  OF  SALARIES — CONFER¬ 
ENCE  REPORT 


That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  num¬ 
bered  5  to  said  bill  and  concur  therein  with 
an  amendment,  as  follows:  In  lieu  of  the 
matter  inserted  by  said  amendment  insert: 
“:  Provided,  That  so  much  of  the  Naval  Ap¬ 
propriation  Act,  1943  (Public  Law  411,  77th 
Cong.),  under  the  heading  ‘Pay,  subsistence, 
and  transportation  of  naval  personnel’  as 
reads  'Provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  pay 
of  any  midshipman  appointed  from  enlisted 
men  of  the  Navy  who  has  not  served  aboard 
a  vessel  of  the  Navy  in  full  commission  or 
performed  equivalent  service  with  fleet  air¬ 
craft  for  at  least  9  months  prior  to  admission 
to  the  Naval  Academy’,  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows :  ‘Provided,  further,  That  during  the 
present  emergency  qualified  enlisted  men  of 
the  Navy,  Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps 
may  be  appointed  to  the  Naval  Academy  after 
9  months  of  service.’  ” 


Mr.  GEORGE  submited  the  following 
report: 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R. 
1780)  to  increase  the  debt  limit  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have 
agreed  to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to 
their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same. 

Walter  F.  George, 

David  I.  Walsh, 

Alben  W.  Barkley, 

Robert  M.  La  Follette,  Jr. 

A.  H.  Vandenberg, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  Set 
R.  L.  Doughton, 

Jere  Cooper, 

Wesley  E.  Disney, 

A.  Willis  Robertson, 

Allen  T.  Treadway, 

Harold  Knutson, 

Daniel  A.  Reed, 

Managers  on  the  part  of  the  He 


_Thp.  repartwv&S'  agreed  to;  - 


INCLUSION  OF  COST  OF  LABOR  IN 
DETERMINING  PARITY  PRICES 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  1408)  to  amend  section 
301  (a)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and  the  first 
sentence  of  paragraph  (1)  of  section  2 
of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1933,  as  amended,  and  as  reenacted  and 
amended  by  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  approved  June 
3,  1937,  as  amended,  so  as  to  include  the 
cost  of  all  farm  labor  in  determining 
the  parity  price  of  agricultura* 1  com¬ 
modities. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
oppose  the  bill.  '  I  do  it  with  regret, 
knowing  the  care  which  has  been  devoted 
to  it  by  the  members  of  the  committee. 

I  do  not  think  the  question  is  one  of 
parity.  Parity  is  9  very  complicated 
question  about  which  it  is  so  very  easy 
to  argue  that  argument  can  be  made  on 
all  sides  of  it. 

The  bill  is  a  measure  not  to  increase 
parity,  but  to  increase  farm  prices,  and 
was  so  described  by  its  sponsor.  The 
purpose  is  to  increase  prices  and  thus 
to  increase  production.  So  Congress  is 
asked,  by  taking  the  action  requested,  to 
increase  farm  prices. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  me  so  that  1 
may  asto'  him  a  question? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South ‘Carolina. 

Mr!  SMITH.  We  have  heard  about 
inflation,  and  we  hear  about  increasing 
the'  prices  received  by  farmers.  The  only 
estion  involved  in  the  pending  bill  is 
.Ms:  Since  we  have  established  parity 
shall  we  allow  parity  to  involve  the  farm 
er’s  costs  of  production — that  is,  hi| 
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AN  ACT 


Making  additional  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval 
^  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That  the  following 
sums  are  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other¬ 
wise  appropriated,  for  the  Navy  Department  and  the  naval  service 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  and  for  other  purposes, 
namely : 


NAVY  DEPARTMENT 


For  additional  amounts  for  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment  and  naval  service,  fiscal  year  1943,  to  be  supplemental  to  the 
appropriations  and  funds  in  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943, 
including  the  objects  and  subject  to  the  limitations  specified  under  the 
respective  heads  and  subject  to  the  provisions  under  the  head  “General 
Provisions”  contained  in  said  Act,  except  as  otherwise  provided 
herein,  as  follows: 


NAVAL  ESTABLISHMENT 


Office  of  the  Secretary 


MISCELLANEOUS  EXPENSES 


Miscellaneous  Expenses,  Navy,  including  not  to  exceed  $300  (total 
annual  expenditure  rate)  for  extension  telephones  between  the  tele¬ 
phone  switchboards  at  the  official  stations  of  naval  officials  and  the 
living  quarters  of  such  officials,  $6,723,117:  Provided ,  That,  except  as 
hereinafter  provided,  no  appropriation  for  the  Navy  Department  or 
naval  service  available  during  the  fiscal  year  1943  (except  funds 
transferred  or  made  available  to  other  executive  agencies  for  use  for 
naval  purposes)  shall  be  used  after  March  31,  1943,  for  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  persons  for  the  performance  of  service  in  other  than  the 
Navy  Department  or  elsewhere  than  under  the  Navy  Department, 
except  (1)  employees  who  had  been  employed  by  and  performing 
service  under  the  Navy  Department  for  three  months  or  more  imme¬ 
diately  prior  to  their  detail  for  service  elsewhere  and  (2)  employees 
now  or  hereafter  detailed  and  assigned  pursuant  to  the  lawful 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  any  committee  of  the 
Congress  operating  under  resolution  duly  authorizing  such  assign¬ 
ment  and  the  allocation  for  that  purpose  of  funds  now  available 
therefor  or  appropriated  hereunder,  is  hereby  authorized. 
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NAVAL  RESEARCH  LABORATORY 

Naval  llesearch  Laboratory,  $529,270:  Provided ,  That  the  compen¬ 
sation  of  the  senior  head  physicist,  as  established  in  the  Naval 
Appropriation  .Act,  1943,  shall  be  construed  as  placing  the  incumbent 
of  such  position  in  the  initial  rate  of  grade  8,  Professional  and  Scien¬ 
tific  Service,  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Classification  Act  of 
1923,  as  amended. 

NAVAL  PRISON  FARMS  AND  PRISON  PERSONNEL 

Naval  prison  farms  and  prison  personnel,  $13,000. 

BUREAU  OF  NAVAL  PERSONNEL 

TRAINING,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE,  NAVY 

Naval  War  College,  $5,000; 

Naval  training  stations: 

Newport,  Rhode  Island,  $800,000; 

Great  Lakes,  Illinois,  $2,000,000; 

Norfolk,  Virginia,  $100,000; 

Lake  Pend  Oreille,  Idaho,  $230,000; 

Libraries,  $800,000; 

Welfare  and  recreation,  $950,000; 

In  all,  training,  education,  and  welfare,  Navy,  $4,685,000. 

NAVAL  RESERVE 

Naval  Reserve,  $48,000,000. 

NAVAL  ACADEMY 

Pay  of  emploj^ees,  Naval  Academy,  $175,192. 

Current  and  miscellaneous  expenses,  Naval  Academy,  $34,000. 
Maintenance  and  repairs,  Naval  Academy,  $330,540. 

BUREAU  OF  SHIPS 

Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Ships,  $750,000,000. 

BUREAU  OF  ORDNANCE 

Ordnance  and  Ordnance  Stores,  $1,000,000,000. 

BUREAU  OF  SUPPLIES  AND  ACCOUNTS 

Pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation  of  naval  personnel : 

Pay  of  naval  personnel,  $382,892,000 ; 

Subsistence  of  naval  personnel,  $68,354,000; 

Transportation  and  recruiting  of  naval  personnel,  $43,722,000; 
In  all,  pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation,  Navy,  including  reim¬ 
bursement  to  personnel  and  messes  for  subsistence  and  clothing  fur- 
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nished  survivors,  $494,968,000:  Provided,  That  so  much  of  the  Naval 
Appropriation  Act,  1943  (Public  Law  441,  Seventy-seventh  Con¬ 
gress),  under  the  heading  “Pay,  subsistence,  and  transportation  of 
naval  personnel”  as  reads  “ Provided  further ,  That  no  part  of  this 
appropriation  shall  be  available  for  the  pay  of  any  midshipman 
appointed  from  enlisted  men  of  the  Navj'  who  has  not  served  aboard 
a  vessel  of  the  Navy  in  full  commission  or  performed  equivalent 
service  with  fleet  aircraft  for  at  least  nine  months  prior  to  admission 
to  the  Naval  Academy”,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “ Provided 
further ,  That  during  the  present  emergency  qualified  enlisted  men 
of  the  Navy,  Naval  Reserve,  and  Marine  Corps  may  be  appointed 
to  the  Naval  Academy  after  nine  months  of  service.” 

Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Supplies  and  Accounts,  $46,000,000. 

Fuel  and  transportation,  Navy,  $47,618,000. 

Clothing  and  small-stores  fund,  $100,000,000. 

BUREAU  OF  MEDICINE  AND  SURGERY 

Medical  Department,  Navy,  $67,000,000. 

BUREAU  OF  YARDS  AND  DOCKS 

Maintenance,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  including  not  to  exceed 
$5,000  for  the  rental  of  passenger-car  tying  automobiles  outside 
continental  United  States,  $22,500,000. 

Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks,  $798,300,000,  toward 
contract  authorization  of  $1,474,634,000  heretofore  granted,  to  remain 
available  until  expended,  which,  together  with  unexpended  balances 
of  appropriations  heretofore  made  under  this  head,  shall  be  accounted 
for  as  one  fund,  and,  in  addition  to  all  other  amounts  heretofore 
appropriated  under  this  head,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for  public-works  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  construction,  including  collateral  public-works  items,  in 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  $239,740,400,  subject  to  authorization  thereof 
by  other  law. 

BUREAU  OF  AERONAUTICS 

Aviation,  Navy:  The  amount  of  the  appropriation  under  this  head 
for  the  fiscal  year  1942,  continued  available  until  June  30,  1943,  is 
hereby  increased  from  $1,068,000,000  to  $1,630,000,000,  and  such  por¬ 
tion,  as  may  be  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  of  the  appro¬ 
priation  under  this  head  for  the  fiscal  year  1943  as  was  provided  for 
new  construction  and  procurement  of  aircraft  and  equipment,  spare 
parts  and  accessories,  is  hereby  continued  available  until  June  30, 
1944. 

INCREASE  AND  REPLACEMENT  OF  NAVAL  VESSELS 

Armor,  armament,  and  ammunition,  $417,000,000,  toward  objects 
heretofore  authorized  and  appropriated  for  in  part  under  this  head, 
to  remain  available  until  expended. 
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REPAIR  FACILITIES,  NAVY 

Repair  Facilities,  Navy,  $10,000,000,  toward  contract  authorization 
heretofore  granted,  to  remain  available  until  expended,  and  this  appro¬ 
priation  shall  be  available  for  expenses  incurred  prior  to  July  1, 
1943,  pursuant  to  the  contract  authorization  contained  in  this  Act 
in  consequence  of  Public  Law  1,  approved  February  19,  1943. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  FLOATING  DRYDOCKS,  NAVY 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  in 
the  amount  of  not  to  exceed  $210,000,000  for  the  construction  of 
mobile  floating  drvdocks  and  collateral  facilities  and  incidental  work, 
and  such  other  objects,  as  authorized  by  the  Act  approved  February 
19,  1943  (Public  Law  1). 


COAST  GUARD 

Salaries,  office  of  Commandant,  United  States  Coast  Guard,  1943: 
The  number  of  enlisted  men  now  authorized  to  be  detailed  to  duty 
at  Coast  Guard  headquarters  is  increased  to  three  hundred  and  fifty. 

Pay  and  Allowances,  Coast  Guard,  $10,000,000,  including  hire  of 
quarters  for  officers  serving  with  troops  where  there  are  no  public 
quarters  belonging  to  the  Government,  and  where  there  are  not  suffi¬ 
cient  quarters  possessed  by  the  United  States  to  accommodate  them; 
reimbursements  for  losses  of  property  as  provided  by  law  (34  U.  S.  C. 
981-983) ;  purchase  of  uniforms,  accouterments,  and  equipment  for 
officers  and  cadets,  ancl  the  current  appropriation  reimbursed,  as 
provided  by  law  (14  U.  S.  C.  30)  ;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
is  hereby  authorized  to  prescribe  per  diem  rates  of  allowance  for  (j 
Public  Health  Service  officers  detailed  to  the  Coast  Guard  as  author-  ' 
ized  for  Coast  Guard  officers. 

General  expenses,  Coast  Guard,  $11,250,000. 

Salaries,  Office  of  Director,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and  Navi¬ 
gation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy),  $50,000. 

Salaries  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and  Naviga¬ 
tion  (Coast  Guard,  Navy),  $100,000,  and  the  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  years  1942  and  1943  under  the  heads  “Salaries,  Office  of  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection  and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard, 
Navy)”  and  “Salaries  and  Expenses,  Bureau  of  Marine  Inspection 
and  Navigation  (Coast  Guard,  Navy)”  shall  be  available  for  over¬ 
time  compensation  authorized  by  law  for  the  Coast  Guard. 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Sec.  102.  Appropriations  available  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1943,  for  travel  expenses  of  civilian  inspectors  of  the  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment  shall  be  available  for  reimbursement,  at  not  to  exceed  three 
cents  per  mile,  for  travel  performed  by  such  employees  in  privately 
owned  automobiles  within  the  limits  of  their  official  stations. 

Sec.  103.  The  limitations  on  the  number  of  men  inducted  into  the 
naval  forces  and  into  the  Marine  Corps  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  contained  in  section  107  of 
the  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943,  are  hereby  removed. 
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Sec.  104.  During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1943,  the  appro¬ 
priations  available  to  either  the  War  Department  or  the  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment  shall  be  available  for  procurement  as  provided  for  in  such 
appropriations  by  any  other  executive  department  or  independent 
establishment  of  the  Government  through  administrative  allotments 
in  such  amounts  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  War  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  without  transfer  of  funds  on 
the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department:  Provided ,  That  orders  placed 
or  expenses  incurred  by  the  procuring  department  or  establishment  in 
respect. to  such  allotments  shall  be  considered  as  obligations  against 
the  appropriations  involved :  Provided  further,  That  disbursing  offi¬ 
cers  of  the  allotting  department  may  make  disbursements  chargeable 
to  such  allotments  upon  vouchers  certified  by  officers  of  the  procur¬ 
ing  department  or  establishment:  Provided  further ,  That  whenever 
vouchers  are  certified  by  an  officer  of  the  procuring  department  or 
establishment  and  are  paid  by  a  disbursing  officer  of  the  allotting 
department  the  certifying  officer  and  not  the  disbursing  officer  shall 
be  held  responsible  and  accountable  for  tbe  existence  and  correctness 
of  the  facts  certified,  including  the  correctness  of  computations  shown 
on  certified  vouchers  and  on  any  required  supporting  documents. 

Sec.  105.  Appropriations  in  this  Act  shall  constitute  and  may  be 
cited  as ‘“Title  IV,  Naval  Appropriation  Act,  1943”. 

Sec.  106.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Supplemental  Naval 
Appropriation  Act,  1943”. 

Approved  March  31,  1943. 


